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SPEECH 


Fellow  Citizens:  Honored  by  your  invi- 
tation to  address  you  on  this  venerated  and  cher- 
ished anniversary,  I  was  led  to  comply,  not  less 
by  a  sense  of  dutiful  obligation  to  our  mother 
land,  tbanaby  the  impulse  of  true  and  reverent 
affection  tor  those  tree  institutions,  which  have 
been  to  the  American  people  only  a  fountain  of 
inestimable  blessings,  but  which  are  now  threat- 
ened with  disaster,  if  not  subversion  and  des- 
truction. Clouds  and  darkness  are  above  us;  the 
fires  of  unholy  and  reckless  passions  are  around 
us;  the  convulsed  earth  trembles  beneath  us;  and 
there  is  no  Washington  ! 

At  such^time,  I  rejoice — and  who  that  pretends 
to  patriotism  will  not  rejoice?— that  lean  still 
salute  you  as  fellow  citizens,  not  only  of  the  no- 
ble State  we  inhabit,  but  of  those  United  States, 
to  the  Union  of  which  Missouri  owes  her  exist- 
ence as  an  American  State,  and  from  the  Union 
of  which  her  people  have  received  untold  bene- 
fits. The  bond  of  brotherhood  between  us  is  not 
vet  severed;  and  here,  as  brothers,  beneath  the 
glorious  flag  which  symbolizes  that  Union,  let  us 
devoutly  thank  the  God  of  our  fathers  for  His 
goodness  in  the  past,  and  humbly  implore  Him 
to  keep  us  brothers  yet,  and  to  restore  our  belov- 
ed country  to  its  former  high  estate. 

In  the  outset  I  would  announce  the  character 
in  which  I  appear  before  you  to-day.  I  am  not 
here  as  a  Northern  or  a  Southern  man,  an  East- 
ern or  a  Western  man;  nor  as  a  "Democrat," 
which  I  am ;  nor  as  a  "Republican,"  which  I  am 
not,  nor  ever  was;  but  simply  as  an  American 
citizen;  more  than  content  with  the  glory  of 
that  title,  and  ambitious  only  that  it  may  not, 
now  or  ever,  be  sullied  by  any  act  or  word  of 
mine.  With  profound  reverence  I  have,  from 
my  youth,  followed  the  teachings  of  the  great 
lights  of  our  country,  from  Washington  to  the 
present  day,  and  from  them  learned  to  love  the 
Union  of  the  American  people  above  all  other 
human  instirutions.  It  is,  with  me,  the  pre-emi- 
nent embodiment  of  all  national  wisdom,  benefi- 
cence, and  greatness.  At  the  age  of  sixteen  I  was 
solemnly  sworn  to  support  the  Constitution  which 
sprung  from  that  Union,  and  on  other  occasions 
since,  that  oath  has  been  repeated,  until,  by  its 
influence,  combined  with  that  of  every  year's 
added  experience,  fidelity  to  that  Constitution 
has  become  an  intimate  portion  of  my  very  exist- 
ence; never  to  be  destroyed,  I  hope,  until  that 


existence  shall  itself  cease.  Here  and  elsewhere, 
to  yon  and  to  all,  I  declare  that  so  far  as  any 
past  or  existing  causes  of  dismemberment  are 
concerned,  I  am,  in  Life  or  in  death,  for  the 
Union. 

A  third  generation  has  almost  passed  away, 
since  on  this  day  eighty- five  years  ago,  the 
American  people  proclaimed  themselves  to  be, 
as  they  had  already  in  fact  long  been,  one  peo- 
ple, and  solemnly  before  the  world  united  their 
desiinies  for  all  future  time  as  a  nation — a  new, 
an  independent,  a  republican,  and  as  time  has 
shown,  a  great  nation.  Three  millions  of  people 
were  born  as  a  Nationality  on  that  day,  baptiz- 
ing themselves  in  streams  of  their  own  best 
blood,  shed  for  liberty  and  national  existence: 
to-day,  the  same  Nation,  grown  to  more  than 
ten  times  its  original  numbers,  a  thousandfold 
increased  in  physical  power,  and  standing  so 
lately  without  a  superior  in  moral  greatness 
among  the  nations  of  the  earth,  stains  itself — 
O!  shameful  and  horrible  sight! — with  the  blood 
of  its  own  people,  shed  in  a  strife  provoked  by 
passion  and  madness — a  strife  such  as  men  have 
not  seen  before,  and  as  the  civilized  world  be- 
holds with  perplexity,  amazement,  and  dread. 

Under  such  circumstances,  you  will  not  expect 
that  any  other  topics  than  those  which  so  sadly 
engross  every  mind,  should  be  now  presented  to 
you.  Our  Country  and  its  perils  is  the  all-ab- 
sorbing theme;  involving  an  examination  of 
the  nature  of  our  institutions,  and  a  discussion 
of  the  startling  rebellion  which  has  burst  upon 
us  within  the  past  six  months,  threatening  their 
overthrow;  and  to  that  examination  and  discus- 
sion, in  a  frank  and  fearless  spirit,  but  without 
exasperation  or  passion,  I  shall  now  address  my- 
self; earnestly  invoking  the  supremacy  of  reason 
and  of  conscience,  while  we  faithfully  seek  to 
know  and  understand  the  right. 

THE  NATURE  OF  THE  UNION. 

The  Union — offspring  of  kingly  oppression; 
nursed  in  a  cradle  of  blood  and  fire,  yet,  Hercu- 
les-like, strong  enough  in  its  infancy  to  strangle 
the  serpent  that  would  have  crushed  it;  respected 
by  every  foreign  nation,  while  yet  the  dew  of  its 
youth  is  upon  it ;  admired  and  venerated  by  the 
oppressed  of  other  lands ;  beloved  by  every  pa- 
triotic American;  and  alas!  contemned  and  hated 
by  none  in  the  whole  world  but  its  own  child- 


ren:  what  is  It?  We  were  most  of  us  born  in 
the  Union;  we  have  been  reared  under  its  benign 
influence;  we  have  daily  and  hourly  experienced 
its  protection  and  its  benefits;  wo  enjoy,  through 
it,  the  name  and  heritage  of  American  citizens: 
and  yet  we  are  constrained  in  this  day,  when  un- 
governed  malignity  assails  it  on  every  side,  and 
ruthless  hands  are  raised  for  its  destruction,  to 
ask  the  strange  and  apparently  superfluous 
question — What  is  the  Union?  My  friends, 
strange  as  it  may  appear,  upon  this  ques- 
tion turns  much  of  the  bitter  controversy 
of  this  dark  epoch  in  our  country's  history.  It 
lies  in  the  foreground  of  every  discussion  of  exist- 
ing complications;  and  those  complications  have, 
to  a  great  extent,  grown  out  of  the  efforts  of  am- 
bitious and  unscrupulous  men,  to  close  the  popu- 
lar mind  against  what  the  Union  is,  and  to  lead 
the  people  to  regard  it  as  what  it  is  not,  and 
thereby  weaken  their  affection  for  it :  a  work  bet- 
ter fitted  for  fiends  than  for  men,  but  which 
fiends  could  not  have  done  better  than  it  has 
been  done  by  men,  who  owe  to  the  existence  of 
the  Union  alt  the  position  and  influence,  which 
they  have  sacrilegiously  used  for  its  destruction. 
As  to  them,  we  may  leave  them  to  time  and  to 
God;  but  with  the  errors  they  have  disseminated 
We  may  never,  without  guilt,  cease  to  contend; 
for  wherever  they  are  implanted,  the  warm,  all- 
embracing  love  of  country,  which  should  fill 
every  American  heart,  withers  and  dies. 

In  the  States  where  secession  has  been  accom- 
plished, so  far  as  ordinances  of  secession  could 
accomplish  it,  a  period  of  more  than  thirty  years 
has  been  unintermittingly  occupied  by  their  lead- 
ing men,  in  convincing  their  people  that  the 
Union  sprang  from  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States;  that  the  Constitution  is  a  mere  league 
between  separate  and  sovereign  States,  from 
which  any  State  has  a  constitutional  right  to 
withdraw  at  any  moment,  for  any  cause  she  may 
deem  sufficient;  that  allegiance  is  due  from  every 
man,  primarily  and  by  superior  obligation,  to  the 
particular  State  of  which  he  may  happen  to  be  a 
citizen,  and  only  secondarily  and  by  interior  obli- 
gation to  the  United  States ;  and  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  is  a  mere  agent  of 
the  States,  for  particular  purposes,  with  the  privi- 
lege in  any  State  to  terminate  the  agency,  as  to 
itself,  whenever  it  pleases. 

It  is  out  of  my  power  to  conceive  of  views  in 
regard  to  our  system  of  government,  more  false 
in  their  nature  and  more  deadly  in  their  effects, 
than  those;  and  my  undoubting  conviction  is, 
that  but  for  their  steady  inculcation  on  the  minds 
of  a  portion  of  the  American  people,  until  an  en- 
tire generation  have  been  educated  to  believe  in 
them  as  fundamental  truths,  we  never  should 
have  seen  the  terrible  events  of  the  present  time. 
Those  doctrines  have  undermined  the  broad  and 
apparently  immovable  foundations  of  the  Union, 
in  every  heart  which  has  received  them,  and  have 
accomplished,  by  insidious  approaches  and  covert 
attacks,  what  open  disloyalty,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, could  never  have  effected.  They  have 
falsified  and  degraded  the  Union  our  fathers 
formed,  and  the  government  they  framed  to 
strengthen  and  perpetuate  it;  and  the  foreseen 
and  designed  result  is,  that  while,  a  few  years 
ago,  the  whole  American  people  held  their 
National  Government  to  be  the  best  the  world 
ever  saw,  and  their  Union  the  most  sacred  object 
of  their  attachment  as  Americans,  millions  of 
them  are  now  engaged  in  a  fierce  and  desperate 
effort  to  destroy  both,  even  though  in  doing  so 
they  destroy  the  best  hope  and  refuge  of  freedom 
on  the  earth.  Against  such  inexplicable  and 
suicidal  madness,  I  would  appeal  to  you  to-day. 
In  doing  so,  I  am,  more  than  ever  before,  deeply 


convinced  that  a  frequent  and  thoughtful  recur- 
rence to  great  fundamental  doctrines  and  princi- 
ples is  ttie  very  life  of  a  republic;  and  I  shall 
therefore  not  rest  upon  the  surface  of  passing 
events,  but  go  back  to  the  source  of  our  grand 
fabric  of  Union  and  government,  and  endeavor 
to  renew  our  veneration  and  love  for  it,  by  ex- 
hibiting the  organic  and  vital  principles,  upon 
which  alone  I  consider  it  was  erected,  and  resting 
upon  which  I  believe  it  would  endure  as  long  as 
humanity  itself. 

When  was  the  Union  formed!  is  a  question  of 
far-reaching  import  in  determining  what  the 
Union  is :  so  much  so,  that  it  is  the  subject  of 
systematic  and  persistent  falsification  among 
those  who  aim  to  overthrow  the  Union. 
Their  idol  doctrine  is,  that  the  Union  is  a  com- 
pact or  league  between  sovereign  States;  and  to 
sustain  and  spread  the  worship  of  that  idol,  they 
must  refer  to  something  written  down,  as  com- 
pacts and  leagues  between  States  always  are. 
Therefore,  they  fix  upon  the  Constitution,  and 
claim  it  to  have  been  the  origin  of  the  Union. 
The  South  Carolina  Convention,  after  passing  an 
ordinance  of  secession,  put  forth  an  address  to 
the  people  of  the  shareholding  States,  the  first 
sentence  of  which  is  a  repetition  of  historical  er- 
ror on  this  point,  in  these  words :  "It  is  now  sev- 
enty-three years  since  the  Union  between  the 
United  States  was  made  by  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States."  To  say  that 
the  members  of  that  Convention  did  not 
know  this  statement  to  be  untrue,  is  to  affirm 
their  ignorance  of  history,  and  of  the  very  first 
line  of  the  Constitution.  The  Constitution  itself 
declares  vjhy  it  was  established — assigns  several 
reasons;  the  first  of  which  is,  "in  order  to  form 
a  more  perfect  Union :"  words  which  are  mean- 
ingless, if  they  do  not  affirm  that  a  Union  had 
before  existed.  And  the  letter  of  Washington, 
as  President  of  the  Convention,  communicating 
to  Congress  the  Constitution,  stated  that  the  Con- 
vention had  "  kept  steadily  in  view  that  which 
appeared  to  them  the  greatest  interest  of  every 
true  American — the  consolidation  of  our 
Union  i"  a  form  of  expression,  equally  with  the 
other,  declaring  the  pre-existence  of  the  Union. 
It  is,  then,  not  only  historically  true,  but  explicit- 
ly recorded  in  the  Constitution,  that,  so  tar  from 
tne  Union  springing  from  the  Constitution,  the 
Constitution  was  the  offspring  of  the  Union. 

Searching  backward  for  the  beginning  of  the 
Union,  we  find  that  on  the  first  day  of  March, 
1781,  nearly  five  years  after  the  Declaration  of 
Independence,  the  Articles  of  Contederation, 
which  had  been  formed  by  the  Continental  Con- 
gress, in  1777,  were  finally  adopted  by  the  Dele- 
gates of  the  thirteen  States,  and  became,  during 
the  few  years  of  their  existence,  the  bond,  but 
not  the  origin,  of  Union;  for  we  know  from  his- 
tory that  the  Union  existed  before. 

Again  proceeding  backward,  we  see  that  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  began  with  this  re- 
markable expression — "  When,  in  the  course  of 
human  events,  it  becomes  necessary  for  one  peo- 
ple to  dissolve  the  political  bands  which  have 
connected  them  with  another,"  and  closed  with 
the  announcement  "that  these  United  Colonies 
are,  and  of  right  ought  to  be,  free  and  indepen- 
dent States."  The  phrase  "one  people"  applied 
to  the  people  of  the  "United  Colonies,"  can  lea.ve 
no  doubt  of  the  view  they  entertained  of  their  re- 
lation to  each  other.  They  considered  themselyes 
united,  as  one  people,  and  they  referred  to  a 
Union  then  already  in  being. 

Looking  stdl  further  back  in  the  record  of 
events,  we  find  that  on  the  5th  of  September, 
1774,  the  Continental  Congress,  composed  of  del- 
egates from  all  the  Colonies  except  Georgia — 
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which  was  afterwards  represented — was  convened 

in  Philadelphia. 

Though  as  far  back  as  1G37  the  idea  of  a  con- 
federacy between  some  of  the  Colonics  had 
been  presented;  though  a  convention  was  held 
in  Boston,  in  1643,  to  lonn  a  confederacy  among 
the  New  England  Colonies;  though  in  1754  a 
Congress  of  delegates  from  seven  Colonies  was 
convened  at  Albany,  and  unanimously  resolved 
that  a  union  of  the  Colonies  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  their  preservation;  and  a  similar 
Congress  of  delegates  from  nine  Colonies  was 
held  in  New  York,  in  17G5;  all  indicating  the 
tendency  of  the  American  mind  to  entrench  the 
separate  and  scattered  communities  within  a 
citadel  of  union :  yet  the  Congress  which  con- 
vened in  Philadelphia,  in  1774,  composed  of  dele- 
gates appointed  by  the  popular  or  representative 
branch  of  the  Colonial  legislatures,  or  by  con- 
ventions of  the  people  of  the  Colonies,  and  styl- 
ing themselves  in  their  more  formal  acts  "the 
delegates  appointed  by  the  good  people  of  these 
Colonies,"  was  the  first  general  or  national  gov- 
ernment which  existed  in  America;  and  its  very 
assembling  was  a  declaration  of  Union,  as  its 
act,  nearly  two  years  afterward,  was  a  Declara- 
tion of  Independence.  That  Congress  continued 
in  existence,  exercising,  de  facto  and  dejure,  a 
sovereign  authority,  not  as  the  delegated  agents 
of  the  existing  Colonial  governments,  but  in  vir- 
tue of  original  powers  derived  from  the  people, 
until  it  was  superseded,  in  1781,  by  the  govern- 
ment established  under  the  Articles  of  Confedera- 
tion. 

On  the  day,  therefore,  of  the  assembling  of 
that  Congress,  the  grand  idea  of  American  Union 
attained  its  full  development,  and  expanded  into 
action.  That  was  the  birth-day  of  United  Amer- 
ica— the  natal  hour  of  our  hallowed  Union.  We 
celebrate  the  fourth  of  July  for  our  Independ- 
ence; but  we  take  no  note  of  the  fifth  of  Sep- 
tember for  the  Union,  without  which  Independ- 
ence would  never  have  been  achieved,  or,  per- 
haps, meditated. 

Having  thus  traced  back  the  stream  of  Union 
to  its  source,  let  us  observe  tor  a  moment  the 
character  of  the  people  who  then  commingled 
their  tate,  and  the  circumstances  with  which  they 
were  surrounded.  They  were,  in  language,  lineage, 
and  institutions,  essentially  one  people,  as  they 
then  organized  and  consolidated  themselves  into 
one  nation.  Nearly  the  whole  body  of  them  were 
immigrants  from  Great  Britain,  or  their  descend- 
ants. They  all  acknowledged  allegiance  to  the 
British  crown,  from  which  they  had  received 
their  possessions  and  their  chartered  privileges; 
and  all  looked  to  the  common  law  of  England 
for  the  regulation  and  maintenance  of  their 
individual  rights  of  persons  and  property. 
Trade  between  the  Colonies  was  unrestrained. 
An  inhabitant  of  one  Colony  might 
inherit  from  an  ancestor  or  kinsman  dying 
in  another.  They  were  not  only  bound  together 
by  community  of  origin,  but  by  ten  thousand 
ties  of  kindied  and  affinity,  interlaced  through 
every  city,  village,  and  settlement,  from  the  Pisca- 
taqua  in  tne  frigid  North,  to  the  St.  Mary's  in  the 
flowery  South.  They  were,  with  partial  excep- 
tions, of  rhe  same  religious  faith,  and  read  in 
their  common  language  the  same  Bible.  The 
history  of  England  was  the  history  of  their 
fathers  and  their  ancestral  institutions,  and 
whatever  of  glory  was  there  written  was  their  com- 
mon inheritance  as  Englishmen.  They  passed 
from  Colony  to  Colony,  and  from  point  to  point,  as 
freemen,  and  were  equally  at  home  in  every  place, 
and  equally  protected  everywhere  by  similar  lawrg, 
framed  and  administered  by  themselves.  There 
were  among  them  no  transmitted  feuds  or  heredita- 


ry animosities,  no  strifes  of  rival  leaders  or  wars  of 
factions,  no  struggles  for  lawless  supremacy  of 
one  Colony  over  another,  no  greed  of  conquest 
from  each  other:  from  all  these  curses,  flowing 
from  the  unholy  passions  of  men  and  of  races, 
they  enjoyed  in  their  secluded  home  a  happy  ex- 
emption, through  their  essential  unity.  Subject- 
ed, as  they  were,  to  annoyances  and  perils  from 
the  savage  foes  around  them,  who  long  threaten- 
ed their  destruction,  they  united  their  forces  in 
the  common  defense,  and  worked  on  bravely  and 
sternly,  in  the  common  cause  of  securing  tor 
themselves  and  their  posterity  an  abiding  and 
peaceful  home,  under  laws  and  institutions  fit  to 
nurture  freemen.  They  were,  in  short,  by  every 
circumstance  surrounding  their  homes,  by  their 
relations  to  each  other,  and  by  their  own  ex- 
pressed assent,  one  people;  separated,  it  is 
true,  into  thirteen  several  municipal  organiza- 
tions, having  in  many  respects  diverse  interests, 
but  still  not  the  less  in  mind,  in  heart,  and  in 
destiny,  one. 

Now,  my  friends,  you  and  I  are  descendants  of 
that  people;  and  I  ask  you  if  it  is  not  true — if 
you  do  not  in  your  hearts  know  it  to  be  true — 
that  when,  in  the  incipient  stages  of  the  Revolu- 
tion through  which  they  were  called  to  strug- 
gle, they  magnanimously  put  aside  all  local  dif- 
ferences and  jealousies,  and  with  one  im- 
pulse combined  their  efforts,  their  fortunes, 
their  lives,  their  all,  against  fearful  odds, 
for  the  redress  of  their  common  grievances  at 
the  hands  of  the  mother  country,  and  for  the  In- 
dependence which  they  resolved  to  achieve,  they 
evoked  an  already  existing  feeling  of  unity,  and 
did,  in  the  very  essence  of  the  term,  form  a 
full,  unreserved,  and  practical  Union  of  the 
people,  intended  by  themselves  to  be  perpet- 
ual? Did  they  not,  as  perfectly  as  any  people 
ever  did,  constitute  and  declare  themselves  a 
single  and  undivided  Nation?  Is  there  in  all 
history  an  instance  of  such  a  union  among  a 
people  who  did  not  feel  themselves  to  be,  in  every 
important  particular,  the  same  people?  Why, 
even  before  the  Union  was  a  fact  in  history, 
the  feeling  in  the  North  in  reference  to  it  was 
expressed  by  James  Otis,  one  of  the  leading 
patriots  of  Massachusetts,  in  the  Conv.  ntion  or 
1765,  in  the  hope  that  a  Union  would  be  formed, 
which  should  "knit  and  work  together  into 
the  very  blood  and  bones  of  the  original  system 
every  region  as  fast  as  settled;  and  from  the 
distant  South  great-hearted  Christopher  Gads- 
den answered  back — "  There  ought  to  be  no 
New  England  man,  no  New  Yorker,  known  on 
the  continent,  but  all  of  us  Americans." 
And  when,  after  the  Union  was  a  recorded  and 
mighty  fact  in  history,  the  united  people, 
through  their  Congress,  organized  the  first  form 
of  government  for  the  new-born  nation,  they 
solemnly  wrote  down  in  the  Articles  of  their 
Confederation,  "The  Union  shall  be  per- 
petual." If  any  further  evidence  is  desired  of 
the  character  of  the  Union,  and  of  the  intention 
that  it  should  endure  forever,  recur  again  to  that 
first  line  of  our  noble  Constitution,  declaring 
itself  to  have  been  established  "  in  order  to  form 
a  more  perfect  Union" — more  perfect  in  its 
principles  and  its  machinery,  and  more  perfect 
in  its  adaptedness  for  perpetuity. 

The  question,  What  is  the  Union?  is  an- 
swered. It  is  no  league  of  States,  no  compact 
between  different  peoples,  no  treaty  between  ri- 
val powers,  but  a  voluntary,  complete,  and  per- 
manent coalescence  of  the  several  parts  of  one 
people,  for  their  common  defense,  and  to  secure 
to  themselves  and  their  posterity  the  blessings 
of  freedom  and  self-government  When  I  call 
to  your  earnest  remembrance,  that  this  Union 
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was  formed  without  any  express  or  formal  stip- 
ulation ;  that  it  rested  in  the  outset  sole- 
ly upon  the  good  faith  of  the  people  to- 
ward each  other;  that  it  was  consummated 
before  their  Independence  was  declared,  and 
in  •  advance  of  any  written  form  of  Gen- 
eral Government;  that  it  was  the  free-will 
oilering  of  the  heart  of  the  struggling  Nation 
upon  the  altar  of  liberty;  and  that  it  was  upheld 
and  consolidated  by  sacrifices  such  as  oidy  a 
people  truly  united  in  heart  would  make  for 
each  other;  you  will,  I  am  sure,  join  with  me  in 
ascribing  to  it  a  sacredness  that  should  forever 
protect  it  against  the  parricidal  blow.  State 
pride — poor,  narrow,  vain,  and  short-sighted 
State  pride! — rejects  this  broad  and  glorious  view 
of  the  nature  of  the  Union;  but  it  is  the  only 
one  consistent  with  history,  the  only  one  that  can 
stand  the  test  of  tiuth,  the  only  one  which  makes 
our  double  system  of  governments  consistent 
throughout,  the  only  one  which  satisfies  the  pa- 
triotic heart,  the  only  one  which  can  secure  a 
happy  future  to  this  nation,  or  give  stabiliiy  to 
American  liberty. 

You  will  not,  I  am   sure,  complain  of  the  time 
I  have  devoted  to  the  exhibition  of  the  true  char- 
acter of  the  Union,  as  the  leading  topic  of  this 
day's      discussion.      The    views    I    have    ex- 
pressed   are,     in    my    judgment,   entwined,   as 
nothing  else  is,  with   the  very    heart-strings  of 
our  whole  system  of  free  institutions.   It  is  there- 
fore vital  that    the  true    nature   of  the  Union 
should  be  impressed  broadly  and  deeply  upon  the 
American  mind.    Error  on  many  other  points 
may  exist,  and  be  widely  diffused,  without  seri- 
ous injury;  but  error  on  this  point  is   fatal.    It 
is  poisoning  the  minds  of  multitudes  in  Missouri, 
as  it  lias  already  those  of  millions  in  the  insur- 
gent States.    I  believe  it  to  be  undeniably  true, 
that  not  one  of  those  States  would  have  put  on 
the  livery  of  treason,  had  not  a  large  portion  of 
their  people  first  been  seduced  from  their  fidelity 
to  the  Union,  by  the  heresies  that  lurk  under  the 
glittering  guise  of  State  Rights.    As  it  is  ne- 
cessary in  the  prosecution  of  the  argument,  that 
I  should  assail  those  heresies,  let  me  say  here  that 
I  am  as  firm  a   defender  of  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  States  as  any  other  man,  and  would 
as  resolutely  resist,   by  all  constitutional  means, 
any  unauthorized  infringement  of  them  by  the 
National    Government.     But    I  stand   by  the 
Constituti@n;    and  in  that  position  it  is  my 
duty  equally  to  resist  any  attempt  by  any  State 
to  disturb  the  equdiorium  of  our  system,  by  ar- 
rogating to  itself  powers  and  privileges  not  be- 
longing to  it.     That  the  insurgent  Sates  assert 
doctrines,  and  claim  rights  and  attributes,  which 
are  without  a  semblance  of  warrant,  in  or  out  of 
the  Constitution,  and  are  at  deadly  variance  with 
the  principles  on  which  the  Union  was  formed, 
and  on  which  its  existence  depends,  is  as  appar- 
ent to  me  as  my  own  being ;   and  lam  not  with- 
out hope  ot  making  it  apparent  to  you. 

STATE    SOVEREIGNTY. 

Revolting  though  it  be  to  State  pride,  I  hold 
that  no  greater  or  more  destroying  error  has 
ever  been  promulgated  in  regard  to  our  noble 
system  of  government,  than  the  claim  of  *v  tate 
Sovereignty,  as  advanced  in  the  States  which 
have  ordained  secession  from  nhe  Union;  and 
yet  upon  that  claim  is  based  the  unprecedented 
rebellion  that  convulses  this  land  this  day. 
Viewed  in  any  light,  there  is  neither  consistency, 
logic,  nor  truth  in  it.  To  believe  in  it,  history 
must  be  forgotten,  the  simplest  axioms  of  gov- 
ernment ignored,  the  acts  and  testimony  of  the 
fathers  of  the  county  disregarded,  and  the 
plainest    language    distorted  or  contemned;  all 


which,  I  need  not  add,  has  been  done  in  those 
Stares,  as  I  will  endeavor  to  prove. 

"Sovereignty  is  the  highest  power.  For  a 
State  or  nation  to  be  sovereign,  it  must  govern 
itself,  without  any  dependence  upon  another 
power.  It  must  have  no  superiors.  If  a  State 
makes  a  pare  of  another  community  or  State, 
and  is  represented  with  foreign  powers  by  that 
community  or  State  of  which  it  is  a  part,  it  is  not 
sovereign."  These  are  the  simplest  principles  of 
constitutional  and  international  law,  affirmed  by 
the  greatest  jurists,  and  recognized  and  acted 
upon  by  all  civilized  nations.  Tested  by  them, 
no  State  in  the  American  Union,  except  Texas, 
ever  was  sovereign,  in  any  but  a  limited  sense, 
and  that,  only  within  its  own  boundaries  and 
over  its  owu  local  affairs. 

As  to  foreign  nations,  what  act  of  sovereignty 
has  any  single  State  in  the  Union  ever  performed, 
from  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  when  the 
original  thirteen  announced  themselves  States,, 
to  the  present  time?  Not  one :  nor  could  any  of 
them  ever  have  done  sucb  an  act,  without  vio- 
lating its  obligations  to  the  Nation  of  whicb  it 
was  a  part.  By  the  National  Constitution,  to 
which  the  people  of  every  State  irrevocably 
bound  themselves,  every  attribute  of  external 
sovereignty  is  denied  to  the  individual  States, 
either  in  express  terms,  or  by  being  vested  in  the 
United  States.  No  State  can  make  treaties  with 
foreign  powers,  regulate  commerce  with  other 
nations,  declare  war,  or  be  represented  by  an  am- 
bassador, or  other  diplomatic  agent,  with  any. 
government  on  earth.  For  any  purpose  of 
sovereignty,  one  of  the  United  States  is  no  more 
recognized-abroad,  than  the  city  of  St.  Louis  is 
recognized  in  the  State  of  Oregon  as  a  sovereign 
city. 

Nor  is  it  otherwise  as  between  the  States  them- 
selves. No  State  can,  without  the  consent  of 
Congress,  enter  into  any  agreement  or  compact 
with  another  State;  or  engage  in  war,  unless 
actually  invaded,  or  in  such  imminent  danger  as 
will  not  admit  ox  delay. 

In  every  manner,  therefore,  the  States  are 
stripped  of  external  soveieignty,  which  is, by  the 
Constitution,  vested  in  the  Nation,  represented 
by  its  National  Government. 

And  not  only  so,  but  they  are,  in  various  re- 
spects, in  a  condition  of  dependence  upon  that 
government;  as,  for  example,  for  a  uniform 
coinage,  fur  postal  facilities,  for  an  army  and 
navy,  for  security  against  invasion  and  domestic 
violence,  for  the  return  of  fugitives  from  service, 
and  even  forihe  guaranty  ot"  a  republican  form 
of  government,  if  an  attempt  should  be  made  to 
deprive  them  of  it. 

To  speak  of  States  as  relatively  sovereign,  when 
thus  situated  as  to  foreign  powers  and  as  to  each 
other,  is  a  solecism  seldom  surpassed. 

As  to  internal  sovereignty,  ic  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  the  States  possess  it  in  all  matters  of 
a  local  and  domestic  nature,  except  where  pro- 
hibited by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States: 
but  beyond  that  they  have  not  a  single  attribute 
of  it.  They  may  not  coin  money,  lay  imposts  or 
duties  on  imports  or  exports,  keep  troops  or  ships 
of  war  in  time  of  peace,  emit  bills  of  credit,  de- 
clare any  thing  but  gold  and  silver  a  tender 
in  payment  of  debts,  or  pass  a  bill  of  attainder, 
an  ex  post  facto  law,  or  a  law  impairing  the  ob- 
ligation of  contracts :  all  of  which  are  matters 
of  domestic  concern  and  cognizance. 

Why  cannot  any  State  do  any  of  all  these  enu- 
merated act-}  of  sovereignty,  as  to  other  nations, 
as  to  other  States  of  the  Union,  and  as  to  their 
own  people?  Simply  and  only,  because  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  speaking  the  voice 
and  embodying  the  power  of  the  Nation — includ- 


ing  in  the  Nation  every  State — forbids  it,  arid  in 
doing  so,  declares  the  supremacy  of  the  Nation 
over  the  individual  States,  even  to  the  extent  of 
controlling  their  government  of  their  own  peo- 
ple. 

I  repeat,  therefore,  the  States  are,  exter- 
nally, not  sovereign  at  all,  and,  are  so  internally, 
only  as  that  Constitution  does  not  declare  other- 
wise. It  matters  not  that  their  internal  sove- 
reignty is  retained  to  a  greater  extent  than 
ic  is  surrendered  or  trammelled;  the  ques- 
tion is,  Have  they  surrendered,  or  has  the 
Nation  taken  from  them,  any  part  of  that 
sovereignty?  If,  in  forming  the  Constitu- 
tion, it  took  from  them  or  restricted  a  single  at- 
tribute of  either  branch  of  sovereignty,  especially 
that  purely  domestic,  it  is  their  superior;  if  they 
voluntarily  surrendered  a  single  such  attribute  to 
it,  or  consented  to  a  single  such  restriction,  they 
themselves  made  it  their  superior.  In  either  case 
they  are  not  sovereign. 

State  pride  rebels  at  the  humiliation  of  the 
States,  alleged  to  be  involved  in  this  doctrine ; 
but  there  is  no  such  humiliation  in  fact;  for,  have 
not  the  people  of  every  State,  in  entering  the 
Union,  assented  to  this  relative  position  of  the 
States  and  the  Nation?  What  is  a  State  but  a 
body  of  people  who  are  a  part  of  the  Nation? 
And  has  not  the  Nation  ordained  the  Constitution, 
wrhich  fixes  the  status  of  the  General  and  State 
governments  ?  And  have  not  the  people  of  the 
States,  with  every  opportunity  of  self-enlighten- 
ment, and  without  the  slightest  external  pres- 
sure, by  their  most  free  and  voluntary  act  in  en- 
tering the  Union,  acknowledged  the  Sove-  . 
reignty  or  the  Nation  over  every  matter 
which  the  people,  in  forming  their  National  Con- 
stitution, deemed  it  necessary,  for  the  good  of 
the  whole,  to  control  by  the  aggregate  power  of 
the  Nation?  Is  any  other  view  consistent  with 
the  Union  of  the  people,  which  our  fathers 
consummated,  and  which  has  remained  unbroken 
till  this  time  ?  If  we  are  one  people,  as  I  have 
shown  we  are,  shall  not  that  people  ordain  in 
their  Constitution,  what  the  whole  and  what 
each  part  shall  be  and  do,  and  what  the  whole 
and  each  part  shall  not  be  and  not  do?  If  not, 
what  becomes  of  the  fundamental  principle  of 
popular  government,  that  the  majority  shall 
govern? 

The  radical  and  pernicious  fallacy  of  the  State 
Rights  doctrine  is,  in  claiming  that  the  people 
inhabiting  a  defined  portion  of  the  National  do- 
main, on  emerging  from  their  condition  of  de- 
pendence on  the  National  Government,  and  enter- 
ing the  Union  as  a  State,  instead  of  remaining, 
as  thev  were,  a  part  of  the  Nation,  become, 
through  their  State  organization,  segregated  from 
it,  and  exalted  by  the  act  of  Congress  admitting 
them  as  a  State,  to  a  position  of  sovereignty 
higher  than  that  of  the  Nation.  From  this  error 
flows,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  the  equally 
pernicious  fallacy,  that  the  constitutional  suprem- 
acy of  the  National  Government  is  something 
extraneous  and  antagonistic,  imposed  upon  the 
States  without  their  consent;  when,  in  truth,  it  is 
the  power  which  the  people  of  the  States  have 
themselves  created,  and  is  therefore  just  as  much 
their  creature  as  the  governments  of  their  States. 
They  established  both,  and  both,  in  their  respec- 
tive spheres,  are  complete  and  predominant. 
While  they  remain  in  their  several  positions, 
there  can  be  no  collision  between  them.  The 
only  conflicts  that  have  ever  arisen  between  Na- 
tional and  State  authority,  have  resulted  from 
claiming  unconstitutional  powers  and  rights  for 
the  States,  not  from  aggressions  upon  the  States 
by  the  General  Government.  The  claim  of  State 
sovereignty  has  provoked  them  all,  as  it  is  at  the 


bottom  of  the  fearful  strife  now  agitating  the 
country;  and  permanent  peace  cannot  be  expect- 
ed until  that  claim,  as  advanced  in  the  South,  is 
abandoned. 

13ut  while  this  claim  of  State  sovereignty  must 
be  acknowledged  by  all  candid  men  to  be  incon- 
sistent with  and  subversive  of  the  National  Con- 
stitution, and  at  war  with  the  first  principles  of 
the  Union,  it  is  boldly  asserted  that,  aback  of  all 
constitutions,  and  above  all  written  forms  of  gov- 
ernment, there  is  a  reserved  power  of  State  sove- 
reignty, paramount  to  that  of  the  Nation,  in 
virtue  of  which  any  State  may  at  any  time  cast 
off  its  obligations  to  the  Union,  and  assume  a 
separate  and  independent  attitude.  No  higher 
sovereignty  than  this  could  be  claimed;  for  it 
asserts  the  right  of  a  single  State,  a  part  of  the 
Nation — whether  it  be  Florida  with  her  82,000 
white  inhabitants,  or  New  York  with 
her  3,800,000— to  abrogate,  as  to  itself,  "the 
supreme  law  of  the  land,"  ordained  by  the 
whole  nation.  One  would  think  that  merely  to 
state  such  a  proposition  would  be  to  condemn  it 
utterly  and  forever;  but  from  just  that  absurdity 
springs  the  gigantic  treason  of  this  day.  In  the 
face  of  the  fact  that  this  is  pre-eminently  a  coun- 
try of  written  constitutions,  wherein  the  people 
themselves — not  some  reigning  potentate — grant 
powers  of  government,  and  define  the  bounda- 
ries of  authority  and  right;  in  spite  of  the  ac- 
knowledged fact,  that  this  claim  is  not  affirmed 
by  any  word  in  the  National  Constitution,  or  in 
the  Constitution  of  any  State;  and  in  disregard 
of  the  plainest  common  sense,  teaching  us  that 
a  government  framed  with  a  reserved  right  in 
any  Dart  of  its  people  to  renounce  ic  at  pleasure, 
would  merit  and  receive  the  contempt  of  the 
world  for  its  incongruity  and  imbecility;  this 
dogma  of  a  reserved  State  sovereignty  superior 
to  that  of  the  Nation,  is  flaunted  abroad  with  as 
much  assurance  as  if  its  apostles  really  believed 
it  themselves,  and  as  greeclily  swallowed  by  their 
followers  as  if  it  were  a  new  gospel  of  freedom. 

JEFFERSON   DAVIS'   MESSAGE 

True,  the  State  Rights  leaders  profess  to  appeal 
to  the  Constitution  itself  in  support  of  their 
views ;  but  with  such  a  conscious  hopelessness 
of  aid  from  that  quarter,  that  they  are  driven  to 
actual  falsification  of  its  terms,  plain  as  they 
are,  and  open  as  they  be  to  the  perusal  of  every 
reading  man.  The  latest  and  most  authoritative, 
and  therefore  most  flagrant,  of  all  the  efforts  to 
blind  and  mislead  the  people  on  this  subject,  is 
that  of  Jefferson  Davis,  in  his  message  of 
April  29,  1861,  to  the  Congress  of  the  insurgent 
States;  wherein  he  attempts  a  vindication  of 
this  State  Rights  doctrine,  ostensibly  from  the 
words  of  the  Constitution,  but,  in  fact,  with  a 
strange  and  most  daring  perversion  and  suppres- 
sion of  them;  to  which  let  us  briefly  direct  at- 
tention. 

Mr  Davis,  referring  to  the  occasion  of  con- 
vening the  Congress,  characterizes  it  as  "indeed 
an  extraordinary  one,"  and  adds— "It  justifies 
me  in  a  brief  review  of  the  relations  heretofore 
existing  between  us  and  the  States  which  now 
unite  in  warfare  against  us,  and  in  a  succinct 
statement  of  the  events  which  have  resulted  in 
this  warfare;  to  the  end  that  mankind  may  pass 
intelligent  and  impartial  judgment  on  its  mo- 
tives and  objects  " 

When  the  leader  of  a  great  rebellion  thus  ap- 
peals to  the  public  opinion  of  mankind,  all  men 
have  a  right  to  require  that  he  shall,  above  all 
things,  exhibit  a  supreme  regard  for  truth  in  his 
statements  of  fact.  His  deductions  from  premises 
truly  stated  may  be  honestly  erroneous;  but 
when,  in  regard  to  facts,  he  is  guilty  of  either 
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suppressio  veri  or  suggest  io  fa1  si,  he  forfeits  the 
respect  of  the  people  to  whom  he  appeals.  That 
such  is  Mr.  Davis'  position,  seems  to  me  beyond 
dispute. 

His  message  opens  with  an  argument  in  sup- 
port of  the  fundamental  heresy,  which  strips  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  of  its  character 
of  government,  and  degrades  it  into  a  mere  com- 
pactbetween  sovereign  Stares,  creating  an  agency 
to  manage  certain  affairs  for  them  as  States,  and 
therefore  their  mere  creature,  and  they  its  crea- 
tors.   I  will  not  stop  to   dwell  upon  the   simple 
language  with  which  the  Constitution,  in  its  first 
line,  refutes  this  doirma,   by  declaring  itself  to 
have  been  formed  by  "the  People  of  the  United 
States;"  nor  to  array  before  you  the  repeated  ju- 
dicial decisions,  including  those  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peals of  South  Carolina,  expressly  affirming  that 
the  United  States  are  organized  by  their  Consti- 
tution into  a  Government,  and  are,  in  that  respect, 
greatly  in  advance  of  the  United   States  under 
the  Confederation;  nor  to  present  the  almost  in- 
finite testimony  of  our  Kevolutionary  fathers, who 
framed  both  systems,  that  the  Constitution  su- 
perseded the  Confederation,  because  the  latter 
was,  in  practical  effect,    no    government,  and 
without  an  effective  government  the  nation  could 
not  be  held  together;  but  will  direct  your  minds 
to  the  particular  point  in  which  Mr.  Davis  ven- 
tures to  defend  his  favorite  theory,  at  the  sacri- 
fice of  truth  in  a  matter  of  fact. 
Alluding  to  the  Confederation,  he  remarks : 
"In  order  to  guard  against  any  misconstruc- 
tion of  their  compact,  the  several  States  made 
explicit  declaration,  in  a  distinct  article,   that 
'each  State  retained  its  sovereignty,  freedom,  and 
independence,  and  every  power,  jurisdiction,  and 
right,  which  is  not  by  this  Confederation  express- 
ly d<  legated  to  the  United  States  in  Congress  as- 
sembled/ " 

Proceeding  then  to  refer  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Constitution  in  lieu  of  the  Confederation,  and  to 
"the  earnest  desire  evinced  to  impress  on  the 
Constitution  its  true  character — that  of  a  compact 
between  independent  States,"  he  presents  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph : 

"  The  Constitution  of  1787  having,  however, 
omitted  the  clause  already  recited  from  the  Arti- 
cles of  Confederation,  which  provided  in  explicit 
terms  that  each  State  retained  its  sovereignty 
and  independence,  some  alarm  was  felt  in  the 
States  when  invited  to  ratify  the  Constitution, 
lest  this  omission  should  be  construed  into  an 
abandonment  of  their  cherished  principle,  and 
they  refused  to  be  satisfied  until  amendments 
were  added  to  the  Constitution  placing  beyond 
any  pretense  of  doubt  the  reservation  by  the 
States  of  all  their  sovereign  rights  and  powers 
not  expressly  delegated  to  the  United  States  by 
the  Constitution."" 

Now,  my  friends,  you  can  judge  to  what  straits 
Mr.  Davis  was  driven  to  sustain  himself  before 
the  world,  when  you  note  the  fact  that  though 
he  quoted,  in  terms,  the  "  distinct  article"  of 
the  Confederation  to  which  he  referred,  he  en- 
tirely omitted  to  quote,  in  terms,  the  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  upon  which  he  relied  as 
"  placing  beyond  any  pretense  of  doubt  the  res- 
ervation by  the  States  of  all  their  rights  and 
powers,  not  expressly  delegated  to  the  United 
States  by  the  Constitution."  When  he  stood  in 
tbe  world's  forum,  and  appealed  to  the  world  as 
judge,  why  suppress  a  material  fact  in  the  case? 
Why  hold  out  to  view  one  clause  and  hide  the 
other,  when  he  asks  mankind  to  pass  an  "intel- 
ligent and  impartial  judgment?"  Could  he  not 
trust  them  with  the  whole  truth ?  If  not,  why 
keep  back  any?    Such  is  not  the  act  of  a  man 


conscious  of  rectitude  and  a  righteous  cause.  No : 
he  knew  that  the  constitutional  amendment  to 
which  he  referred,  without  quoting  it,  did  not, 
like  the  Articles  of  Confederation,  declare  "  the 
reservation  by  the  States,  of  all  their  sovereign 
rights  and  powers,  not  expressly  delegated  to  the 
United  States  by  the  Constitution;"  and  it  there- 
fore suited  not  his  purpose  to  set  it  side  by  side 
with  the  "  distinct  article"  of  the  Confederation 
which  he  had  recited.  It  would  have  been  too 
apparent  to  all  reflecting  men,  that  the  two 
clauses  were  Avidely  different  in  terms  and  effect; 
as  we  can  now  see  by  placing  them  together. 

The  second  Article  of  the  Confederation  is  in 
these  words : 

"Each  State  retains  its  sovereignty,  freedom, 
and  independence,  and  every  power,  jurisdiction, 
and  right,  which  is  not  by  this  confederation  ex- 
pressly delegated  to  the  United  States,  in  Con- 
gress assembled." 

The  tenth  amendment  of  the  Constitution  is  in 
these  words: 

"The  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  States 
by  the  Constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the 
States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respectively,  or 
to  the  people." 

Now  note,  that  while  the  former  declares  that 
each  State  retains  its  sovereignty  and  independ- 
ence, the  latter  does  not.  The  omission  to  pre- 
serve so  important  a  feature,  when,  according  to 
Mr.  Davis,  the  constitutional  amendment  was 
adopted  under  a  feeling  of  "alarm"  in  the  States, 
"lest  this  omission  should  be  construed  into  an 
abandonment  of  their-cherished  principle,"  is  a 
fact  of  clear  and  great  force.  Why  did  they  not 
reiterate  the  former  declaration?  Manifestly  be- 
cause the  idea  of  State  sovereignty  and 
independence,  except  in  a  very  limited 
internal  sense,  had  been  exploded  by 
the  acknowledged  failure  of  the  Confederation ; 
and  the  people,  convinced  that  it  was  inconsis- 
tent with  the  sovereignty  of  the  Nation,  repudi- 
ated it  in  the  formation  of  the  Constitution.  Well 
might  they  ask :  Why  declare  a  reservation  of 
the  sovereignty  and  independence  of  the  States, 
when  the  people  of  those  very  States  had  delib- 
erately disrobed  them  of  almost  every  badge  of 
sovereignty,  and  declared  their  dependence,  in 
most  essential  points,  on  the  Government  of  the 
Nation?  The  letter  of  Washington,  before  re- 
ferred to,  communicating  the  Constitution  to  the 
Congress  of  the  Confederation,  uses  language 
that  is  conclusive  as  to  the  view  then  entertained 
by  the  Convention  of  the  actual  surrender  of 
State  sovereignty,  involved  in  the  adoption  of 
that  instrument  "  It  is  obviously  impracticable 
(says  the  letter)  in  the  Federal  Government  of 
these  States,  to  secure  all  rights  of  independent 
sovereignty  to  each,  and  yet  provide  for  the 
interest  and  safety  of  all.  Individuals,  enter- 
ing into  society,  must  give  up  a  share  of  liberty 
to  preserve  the  rest."  With  the  true  character 
and  effect  of  the  Constitution  thus  distinctly 
announced,  the  people  of  every  State  ratified  and 
established  it,  and  in  so  doing,  proclaimed  the 
will  of  the  Nation,  that  the  States  should  no 
longer  claim  to  be  sovereign  and  independent, 
as  they  had  under  the  Confederation. 

Equally  forcible  is  the  omission  of  the  word 
"expressly"  from  the  constitutional  amendment 
above  cited.  Under  the  Confederation,  every 
power,  jurisdiction,  and  right,  not  expressly  dele- 
gated to  the  United  States,  was  retained  by  the 
States.  Unless  it  could  be  found  written  down 
in  plain  terms  in  the  Articles  of  Confederation, 
that  any  given  power  might  be  exercised  by  the 
Federal  Government,  it  could  not  be  exercised. 
Hence  the  Confederation  was  feeble,  from  its 
very  stringency.    The  following  language   ad- 


dressed  to  the  public,  in  178G,  by  one  of  the  lend- 
ing writers  of  that  day,  strikingly  exhibits  the  re- 
sults of  the  restricted  terms  of  the  Confederation. 
"  By  this  political  compact  the  United  States  in 
Congress  have  exclusive  power  for  the  following 
purposes,  without  being  able  to  execute  one 
of  them.  They  may  make  and  conclude 
treaties;  but  can  only  recommend  the  obser- 
vance of  them.  They  may  appoint  ambassa- 
dors; but  cannot  defray  even  the  expenses  of 
their  tables.  They  may  borrow  money  in  their 
own  name  on  the  faith  of  the  Union;  but  can- 
not pay  a  dollar.  They  may  coin  money;  but 
they  cannot  purchase  an  ounce  of  bullion. 
They  may  make  war,  and  determine  what  num- 
ber of  troops  are  necessary;  but  cannot  raise  a 
single  soldier.  In  short,  they  may  declare 
everything ,  but  do  nothing." 

Why  was  the  Confederation  so  powerless? 
Mainly  because  the  Congress  could  do  nothing 
but  what  was  expressly  authorized.  Legitimate 
inference  of  a  power  not  named,  from  those  ex- 
pressly given,  was  not  allowed.  To  every  at- 
tempt to  deduce  by  necessity  an  inferred  power, 
the  answer  was — "  Is  it  so  nominated  in  the 
bond?"  Hence,  when,  with  more  enlightened 
views,  the  people  essayed  to  create  a  real  and 
efficient  g  vernmc-nt  instead  of  a  rickety  and 
powerless  league,  their  Constitution,  after  enu- 
merating certain  defined  powers  of  Congress, 
added,  that  that  body  should  have  power  "to 
make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary  and 
proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the  foregoing 
powers,  and  all  other  powers  vested  by  this  Con- 
stitution in  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  or  in  any  Department  or  officer  thereof." 

Having  thus  relieved  the  government  from  the 
trammels  imposed  on  the  Confede.ra'ion  by  the 
use  of  the  word  "expressly,"  it  is  plain  why,  in 
adopting  the  tenth  ajnendment,  they  omitted 
that  word. 

Whar,  then,  becomes  of  Mr.  Davis'  state- 
ment, that  the  States  "  refused  to  be  satisfied  un- 
til amendments  were  added  to  the  Constitution, 
placing  beyond  any  pretense  of  doubt  the  reser- 
vation by  the  States  of  all  their  sovereign  rights 
and  powers,  not  expressly  delegated  to  the  United 
States  by  the  Constitution?"  It  takes  its  place 
in  the  long  catalogue  of  falsifications  and  frauds, 
by  which  he  and  his  coadjutors  have  excited,  and 
expect  to  keep  alive,  the  rebellion  they  are  lead- 
ing. The  peoole  whom  he  thus  deceives  and  be- 
trays may  never  see  tne  falsehood;  but  the  cause 
which  lests  upon  such  a  foundation  carries  its 
own  Jeatn  witain  it,  and  will  bung  its  supporters 
to  sorrow,  dismay,  and  rum. 

But  had  tno  oecond  Article  of  the  Confedera- 
tion been  incorporated  in  terms  imo  the  Constitu- 
tion, would  it  support  the  right  claimed  by  the 
South  to  serede  from  the  Union  at  pleasure?  Can 
it  be  for  a  moment  supposed  possible,  that  the 
people,  in  foiming  a  government,  reserved  to 
each  of  the  States  a  right  to  throw  off  that  gov- 
ernment at  its  will?  When  the  people  of  the 
United  States  declared  in  the  Constitution, 
that  it  was  ordained  and  established  "  to 
secure  the  blessings  of  liberty  to  ourselves 
and  our  posterity,"  did  they  mean  that  a 
part  of  the  people  should  have  a  constitu- 
tional light,  the  next  year,  or  in  ten,  twenty,  fifty, 
or  any  number  of  years  thereafter,  to  scatter  those 
blessings  tc  the  winds,  by  overthrowing  the  Con- 
stitution which  secured  them,  and  destroying  the 
Uuion  which  the  Constitution  was  designed  to  per- 
petuate ?  W<  re  our  fathers  fools,  that  they  engag- 
ed in  such  child's  play  as  that?  No:  when  they 
strove  with  as  elevated  a  magnanimity  as  histo- 
ry exhibits,  to  secure  those  blessing's  to  their 
posterity,  they  believed  that  an  endless  succes-  | 


sion  of  generations  would  gather  the  precious 
fruits  ol  their  patriotic  labors,  and  hoped  that 
tne  sun  of  the  Constitution  would  set,  only  when 
that  of  the  world  should  be  extinguished  in  the 
gloom  ot  an  endless  u'ght. 

But  if  the  States  are  sovereign,  in  the  sense 
claimed  in  the  insurgent  States,  when  did  they 
become  so?  Recurring  to  the  principle  previous- 
ly enunciated,  that  n®  State  is  sovereign  that  has 
superiors,  I  affirm  it  to  be  historically  true  that 
no  State  in  this  country,  except  Texas,  ever  has 
been  sovereign,  save  in  a  limited  seuse  over  its 
domestic  affairs;  and  to  this  point  I  will  direct 
your  minds  in  a  series  of  brief  propositions, 
which  are  conclusive. 

1.  When  the  people  of  the  Colonies  appointed 
the  delegates  who  assembled  as  a  Congress  on 
the  5th  of  September,  1774,  the  Colonies  were 
mere  dependencies  of  the  British  crown,  and 
therefore  were  not  sovereign. 

2.  That  Congress  was,  dejure  and  de  facto,  a 
government  over  all  the  Colonies,  from  the  date 
of  its  assembling  until  the  Colonies,  on  the  4th  of 
July,  1776,  assumed  the  attitude  of  States,  and 
thenceforward  it  was  a  government  over  the 
States;  and  Colonies  and  States  were  alike  sub- 
ject to  its  authority,  and  therefore  not  sovereign. 
This  continued  until  the  1st  of  March,  1781,  when 
the  Articles  of  Confederation  were  finally  ratified 
by  all  the  States. 

3.  From  the  1st  of  March,  1781,  to  the  4th  of 
March,  1789,  when  the  first  Congress  under  the 
Constitution  assembled,  the  States  were  subject 
to  the  government  of  the  Confederation,  so  far 
as  its  weak  capacities  justified  the  name  of  a  gov- 
ernment. At  any  rate  the  Confederate  Congress 
exercised  all  the  powers  of  general  sovereignty 
which  were  exercised  at  all,  and  the  States,  as 
such,  were  merged,  as  to  all  the  rest  of  the  world, 
in  the  United  States.  The  Confederation,  too,  as 
afterwards  the  Constitution,  explicitly  restricted 
the  domestic  sovereignty  of  the  States.  The  sove- 
reignty which  the  States  declared  m  the  Arti- 
cles of  Confederation  that  they  retained,  was, 
therefore,  at  most,  only  a  limited  one  over  their 
internal  affairs,  and  did  not  affect  their  relations 
to  the  Union,  or'to  the  world. 

5.  From  the  4  h  of  March,  1789,  to  the  present 
day  the  government  under  the  Constitution  has 
been  in  existence;  under  which  I  have  shown 
that  the  States  have  only  such  powers  of  sove- 
reignty, as,  in  the  words  of  the  Constitution, 
are  not  "prohibited  by  it  to  the  States." 

Here,  then,  from  the  5th  of  September,  1774, 
to  the  present  hour,  has  been  a  clear  an$  steady 
assertion  of  the  sovereign  power  of  the  Nation^ 
paramount  to  the  powers  of  Colonies  and  States. 
During  all  that  period  of  time,  Colonies  and 
States  have  all  acknowledged  the  highest  and 
most  important  attributes  of  sovereignty  to  re- 
side in  the  government  established  by  the  Na  ion, 
and  therefore  yielded  to  the  Nation  superiority 
over  the  individual  States. 

The  only  apparent  exception  to  this,  among 
the  original  thirteen  States,  is  in  the  case  of 
North  Carolina,  by  which  the  Constitution  was 
not  adopted  until  more  than  eight  months  after 
the  government  under  the    Constitution    went 
into  opera  ion;  and  of  Rhode  Island,,  by  which 
its  adoption  was  postponed  more  than  fourteen 
months   after  that  event.      Still,  those  Spates, 
during  the  time  they  deliberated  as  to  their  con- 
sent to  the  new  form  of  government,  remained 
essentially  a  part  of  the  Nation,  performing  no 
sovereign   function,  except  over  their  internal 
affairs,  and,  bv  the  act  of  deliberation,  express- 
ing their  continued  adhesion  to  the  Union.  They, 
therefore,  constitute  no  real  exception. 

Tne  proposition  that  no  State,  except  Texas, 
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ever  was  sovereign,  is  most  emphatically  true  of 
twenty  out  of  the  twenty-one  new  States,  which 
have  been  added  to  the  original  thirteen.  Every 
ouo  of  them  was  composed  of  people  previously 
subject  to  the  National  Government; — people 
who  were  unable  to  take  position  as  States  with- 
out the  consent  of  that  Government;  who  wore 
admitted  into  the  Union,  only  in  virtue  of  an  act 
of  Congress;  and  who,  when  admitted  as  Srates, 
voluntadly  took  the  subordinate  position  assigned 
them  by  the  National  Constitution,  and  which 
the  original  States  had  previously,  of  their  own 
volition,  taken. 

But  so  far  as  this  doctrine  of  State  Sovereignty 
is  used  to  sustain  the  right  of  secession,  it  is  to 
my  mind  apparent  that  its  supporters  in  the 
South  do  not  themselves  believe  in  it.  If  there 
is  a  reserved  right  of  secession,  paramount  to  the 
Consiitution,  it  must  have  existed  when  the 
Union  was  formed;  tor  it  has  not;  been  acquired 
or  granfed  since.  If  it  did  exist  then,  the  Union 
was  entered  into  with  a  tacit  understanding  that 
there  was  such  a  right.  If  entered  into  with 
such  an  understanding,  then  a  State  seceding 
would  he  guilty  of  no  legal  wrong  toward  the 
other  States;  it  would  do  only  what  it  had  aright 
to  do.  So  doing,  it  would  have  no  reason  to  re- 
gard itself  as  an  enemy  to  the  remaining  States, 
or  the  National  Government  as  an  enemy  to  it; 
and  would  have  just  cause  of  complaint  against 
either,  for  taking  a  hostile  attitude  to  it  for  seced- 
ing. But  what  do  we  find  in  the  seceded  States  ? 
Instantly  upon  passing  their  ordinances  of  seces- 
sion, and  in  some  instances  in  advance  of  it, 
they,  by  their  acts,  proclaim  themselves  the  ene- 
mies of  the  United  States,  in  eyevy  way  which 
could  signalize  them  as  such.  They  proceed  to 
organize  a  Confederate  Government,  to  raise  ar- 
mies, to  provide  for  their  support,  to  create  a  na- 
vy, and  to  seize  the  armories,  forts,  navy  yards, 
docks,  custom  houses,  mints,  money,  and  all 
other  property  of  the  United  States  within  their 
reach;  they  overpower  and  capture  the  United 
States  troops,  wherever  they  find  them  in  detach- 
ed bodies  too  small  for  resistance,  and  hold  them 
as  prisoners  of  war;  they  fire  upon  a  vessel  under 
the  National  flag,  aud  in  the  government  service; 
they  beleaguer,  and  finally  bombard  and  reduce,  a 
National  fort,  held  by  a  brave  half-starved  gar- 
rison, one-hundredth  part  as  strong  as  the  assail- 
ing host:  and  all  lor  what  reason?  They  were 
no t  assailed  by  the  Government  on  account  of 
their  secession.  No  troops  were  marched  against 
them,  no  navy  closed  their  ports,  no  mails  were 
stopned  within  their  borders;  they  were,  for 
months  afrer  their  secession,  as  they  a^ked  to  be, 
"let  alone;" — let  alone  to  commit  every  form  of 
aggression  upon  the  Nation,  without  retaliation 
or  resistance:  why  did  they  take  the  attitude  of 
enemies  ?  If,  in  seceding,  they  exercised  only  a 
reserved  right,  they  did  a  lawful  act,  and  had 
no  occasion  to  wage  war  upon  t'oe  Government 
they  had  renounced;  nor  had  the  Government 
occasion,  for  the  act  of  secession,  to  attack  them. 
Why,  then,  did  they  wage  the  war?  Without 
the  least  doubt,  because  they  knew  that  their 
claim  ot  a  reserved  right  in  a  Stase  to  dissolve  its 
connection  with  the  Union  at,  its  will,  was  a  flimsy 
and  false  pretense,  which  they  themselves  had  not 
the  slightest-,  faith  in;  and  because,  veil  it  how- 
ever they  might  from  their  people,  under  the  guise 
of  State  sovereignty,  the  leaders  knew  that  seces- 
sion was  rebellion,  and  that,  sooner  or  later, 
rebellion  must  be  met  by  force.  In  their  own 
consciousness,  therefore,  as  exhibited  in  their 
acts  the  pretext  of  a  constitutional  right  of  se- 
cession is  a  fallacy  and  a  falsehood.  As  such  the 
on-looking  world  regards  it,  and  the  intelligence 
of  mankind  scouts  and  condemns  it. 


NATIONAL   AND   STATE   ALLEGIANCE. 

Having  shown  that  the  Nation,  as  the  aggre- 
gate of  the  united  people — not  the  States  as 
bodies  of  people  leagued  together — is  the.  source 
of  National  sovereignty,  and  that  the  organ  of 
that  sovereignty  is  the  government  estaolished 
by  the  Nation,  through  a  Constitution  which  de- 
clares itself,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
which  shall  be  made  in  pursuauce  thereof,  to  be 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land;  it  is  proper  that  we 
should  devote  a  portion  of  our  time  to  the  con- 
sideration of  that  great,  but  almost  forgotten, 
principle,  which  pervades  all  the  relations  between 
government  and  citizen,  and  is  condensed  in  the 
single,  but  most  comprehensive,  word — Allegi- 
ance. 

Every  individual  of  every  nation,  barbarian  or 
civilized,  is  bound  by  allegiance  to  the  supreme 
authority  which  presides  over  that  nation,  wheth- 
er it  be  Kin£,  Emperor,  Grand  Duke,  Sultan, 
Tycoon,  Chief,  or  Constitutional  Republican 
Government.  Society  without  allegiance  is  an- 
archy; government  without  allegiance  is  a 
mockery;  people  without  allegiance  are  a  mob. 
It  is  the  principle  which  gives  all  force  to  law, 
for  it  is  the  principle  of  obedience  to  law. 
It  is  impossible  to  cenceive  of  a  su- 
preme government  which  does  not  claim  the 
allegiance  of  its  subjects,  orof  a  people  acknow- 
ledging a  supreme  government  to  which  they  do 
no  yield  allegiance.  It  is  not  obedience  ouiy,  but 
something  above  and  beyond  that;  and  has  been 
rightly  dinned  to  be  the  tie,  or  ligamen,  which 
biajs  the  citizen  to  bis  government.  Thebreach 
of  this  tie  is  Treason — the  highest  crime  known 
to  the  laws  of  man,  and  which  falls  under  the 
special  condemnation  of  the  word  of  God,  but 
which,  in  this  day,  Americans,  and,  I  grieve  to 
say,  those  who  claim  to  beXmristians,  rush  into, 
as  if  it  were  a  merit  and  a  glory  to  destroy  the 
best  government  that  ever  wielded  the  destinies 
of  a  people. 

The  events  of  this  year  of  wrath  have  disclosed 
astounding  facts  in  regard  to  the  allegiance  of  the 
American  people  to  their  National  Government. 
Over  an  entire  section  of  the  Union  they  seem, 
almost  in  a  mass,  to  have  crushed  out  of  their 
hearts  all  sense  of  allegiance;  while  with  a  mi- 
nority there,  it  has  been  so  weakened  that  they 
are  open  to  treasonable  impressions  and  influ- 
ences, which  unsettle  their  loyalty  aud  vitiate 
their  patriotism;  and  in  that  whole  region  only 
a  fragment  remain,  to  resist  openly  the  torrent  of 
disallegianee,  and  hold  fast  to  the  Constitution 
and  the  Union. 

This  amazing  and  inconceivable  change  in  the 
feelings  of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  Nation,  to- 
ward a  government  which,  during  its  whole  ex- 
istence, has  been  controlled  almost  entirely  by 
that  very  people,  and  which  has  never  oppressed 
or  injured  them  in  any  of  their  interests,  but  has 
always,  and  especially  for  the  last  thirty  years, 
shaped  its  policy  in  conformity  with  their  de- 
mands, is,  to  him  who  looks  only  at  the  surface 
of  things,  the  gr2at  enigma  of  history ;  and  to  such 
it  must  ever  remain  an  enigma.  He,  how- 
ever, ^bo  looks  below  the  surface,  has  no 
difficulty  in  seeing  that  the  doctrine  of  primary 
State  allegiance,  which  was  promulgated  by 
South  Carolina,  in  1832,  and,  though  exploded 
by  her  own  Court  of  Appeals,  in  1834,  has  since 
brten  diligently  inculcated  through  the  entire 
South,  and  was  put  forth  bv  the  Governor  of  this 
State,  in  his  recent  treasonable  proclamation  of 
war  against  the  United  States,  lies  at  the  bottom, 
like  a  subterranean  fire,  burning  out  the  popular 
heart,  and  with  earthquake  throes  upheaving  the 
foundations  ot  our  Na.ional  institutions.    It  is 
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no  more  true  that  States  exist,  than  that,  hut  for 
this  shallow  heresy,  they  would  not  now  have 
been  arrayed  against  the  National  Government. 
It  appeals  to  home  attachments,  to  State  pride, 
to  self-interest,  to  local  jealousy,  to  sectional  ani- 
mosity, to  every  passion  and  feeling  hostile  to 
a  broad  and  patriotic  nationality  ;  and, 
like  a  mighty  lens,  focalizes  +he  whole 
upon  a  smgie  petty  point,  burning  to 
ashes  the  tie  of  paramount  allegiance  to 
the  Government  of  the  Nation,  loosing  the 
warring  elements,  and  bringing  in  chaos  again. 
With  him  who  takes  this  doetrine  to  his  soul, 
trHC,  generous,  self-sacrificing  love  of  country  is 
as  impossible  as  for  one  born  blind  to  describe  a 
rainbow;  his  State  is  his  country,  and  his  Amer- 
ican citizenship  is  a  bauble  compared  with  his 
citizenship  there.  Point  him  to  the  flag  of  bis 
country,  and  he  sees  only  the  one  star  which 
typified  his  State;  every  other  is,  to  that,  ray  less 
anC  cold.  Talk  to  him  of  the  Nation,  and  he  re- 
plies, 'Souz a  CaroHna!"  Speak  of  national 
prosperity  and  happiness,  and  he  responds,  "the 
Old  Dominion  /"  Refer  to  the  honor  of  the  Na- 
tion, and  he  sb.ot.ts  "Mississippi/"  "Arkansas!" 
"lexas'  '  Lead  his  miod  where  you  will,  and 
like  a  cat  he  always  returns  to  the  particular  spot 
he  inhabits,  and  which  he  calls  his  State!  Ever 
regarding  that,  he  r  uises  not  his  head  to  behold 
the  glorions  Count  Rr,  which  claims  his  first  de- 
votion as  an  American,  his  highest  love  as  a  free- 
man. 

To  lold  that  alegiance  is  due  from  a  citizen  to 
one  of.the  U  lited  States,  otherw-se  than  as  the 
term  imports  mere  obedience  to  its  rightful  au- 
thority while  he  revidct.  there,  is  a  gross  and  in- 
comprehensible pervej^on  of  the  nature  and  ob- 
ligation of  citizenship.  Allegiance,  in  its  proper 
sense,  can  be  exacted  only  by  the  supreme  power, 
which,  in  this  land,  is  the  government  created  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  To  that 
government  every  American  citizen  is  bound, 
wherever  he  may  be,  on  land  or  at  sea,  at  home 
or  abroad,  m  the  States,  or  in  the  Territories  be- 
yon^,  tne  jurisdiction  of  any  State.  But  the  mo- 
ment an  individual  leaves  the  soil  of  a  State,  with 
the  intention  of  residing  permanently  elsewhere, 
his  citizenship  there  is  lost.  There  is  no  limit, 
except  his  own  volition,  to  his  changes  of  State 
citizenship.  But  wherever  he  goes,  he  is  still  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  a  thousand 
changes  of  domicil  cannot  make  him  otherwise : 
through  them  all  he  owes  unbroken  and  unquali- 
fied allegiance  to  the  United  States. 

This  allegiance  may  not  be  put  on  and  off,  to 
suit  the  convenience  or  whims  of  the  indi- 
vidual, as  he  may  assume  or  cast  off  State 
citizenship.  Once  due  it  is  always  due,  un- 
less the  National  Government  consent  to  its 
renunciation.  The  native-born  citizen  owes 
it,  from  the  cradle  to  the  grave;  the  naturalized 
foreigner,  from  the  moment  he  acquires  citizen- 
ship till  his  death.  No  such  obli^at'on  exists 
toward  a  State.  A  State's  power  over  any  citizen 
begins  onlv  with  his  entrance  upon  her  territory, 
and  ends  with  his  departure  from  it.  Will  it  be 
said  that  he  who  was  once  a  citizen  of  Florida, 
but  removed  thence  to  Missouri,  where  he  has 
since  resided,  may  now  be  called  back  by  Florida 
to  fight  her  battles,  because  of  his  former  citizen- 
ship there?  No  sane  man  will  hold  such  a  doc- 
trine; and  yet  if  Florida  mai  not  do  rhat,  there 
is  no  allegiance  to  a  State,  ex'.ept  in  the  sense  of 
obedience  to  its  laws  and  authorities  while  in  it. 
But  the  United  States  have  fin  undoubted  andin- 
destr  uenole  right  to  call  forth  their  citizens  from 
every  spot  of  their  domain,,  to  defend  and  uphold 
in  battle  the  honor  and  power  of  the  nation;  for 
no  citizen  can  find  a  place  where  tie  tie  of  alle- 


giance does  not  bind  him  to  enc  constitution  and 
flag  of  his  country. 

The  citizen  owes  allegiance  in  return  for 
protection  by  his  government,  and  that  protection 
is  his  lawful  right,  wherever  in  the  world  he  may 
be.  It  was  the  certainty  and  swiftness  of  Home's 
vindication  of  the  rights  of  her  citizens,  that 
gave  such  power  everywhere  to  the  simple 
words  "lama,  Roman  citizen;"  and  this  hour, 
among  all  civilized  nations,  to  be  known  as  an 
American  citizen,  is  a  passport  and  a  protection. 
vVhy?  Because  the  United  States  are  known 
throughout  the  world,  as  able  and  ready  to  pro- 
u  ict  their  citizens.  But  on  another  continent  than 
'.\  Is,  what  would  it  avail  to  be  known  as  a  citizen 
of  any  State  of  the  Union?  Who,  in  a  foreign 
land,  would,  in  extremity,  proclaim  himself  a 
citizen  of  one  of  the  fetates,  when  his  State  has 
no  power  to  protect  him  or  to  avenge  his  wrongs, 
except  through  the  Government  of  the  Union? 
And  yet  men  prate  of  a  first  allegiance  due  to 
their  State! 

nut  to  what  power  does  the  man  of  foreign 
birth  assume  allegiance  when  he  becomes  a  citi- 
zen ?  and  what  is  the  character  of  his  citizenship? 
Does  he  by  his  naturalization  become  a  citizen  of 
any  particular  State?  No;  he  attains  the  dig- 
nity of  American  citizenship.  Does  he  swear 
allegiance  to  any  State?  No;  he  swears  to 
support  the  Constiiution  of  the  United 
States.  Le  is  not  by  that  step  identified 
wkh  a  part,  but  with  the  whole,  of  the  Nation, 
and  binds  himself  to  the  government  which  rep- 
resents the  Nation.  And  yet  that  man  is  told 
that  he  owes  primary  and  paramount  allegiance 
to  the  State  he  lives  in,  the  Constitution  of  which 
he  never  premised  to  support,  and  the  obligation 
of  which  upon  him  ceases  the  moment  he  steps 
out-ide  her  border!  There  is  in  all  this  an  absur- 
dity so  glating,  a  perversion  of  the  true  princi- 
ples of  constitutional  law  so  flagrant,  a  delusion 
so  pitiful  and  yet  so  monstrous,  that  it  is  a  world's 
wonder  that  men  of  sense  could  anywhere  be 
found  to  inculcate  or  even  countenance  a  doc- 
trine, that  any  school  boy  might  refute,  and 
which  a  jurist  or  a  statesman  would  regard  as 
worthy  only  of  ridicule  and  contempt. 

ALLEGIANCE   TO   KING   COTTON. 

But,  my  friends,  the  truth  is,  that  this  dogma 
of  State  allegiance  is  but  a  cloak  for  another 
kind  of  allegiance,  which  has  usurped  the  place 
of  that  due  to  the  Constitutional  Government  of 
the  Union.  The  people  of  the  insurgent  States 
have,  in  great  part,  renounced  allegiance  to  that 
government,  and  transferred  it  to  their  cotton 
bales  and  the  syste?n  cf  labor  thatproduces  them. 
With  them  Cotton  is  King,  and  they  bow 
down  to  their  king  with  a  reverence  denied  to 
their  country !  A  dream  of  the  dominion  of  cot- 
ton over  three  mighty  nations — the  American, 
the  French  and  the  British — has  filled  their  im- 
aginations, until  it  assumed  to  them  the  form  of 
a  reality.  But  for  this  delusion,  never  was  there 
a  more  loyal  people  than  they;  with  it,  never 
was  there  a  people  more  miserable  than  they  are 
destined  to  be,  persisting  in  their  unnatural 
rebellion.  Wo  instance  can  be  found,  of 
great  nations  being  permanently  held  tri- 
butary to  any  one  spot  of  this  earth,  for  a 
production  of  the  soil  indispensable  to  their  com- 
fort and  civilization,  ivhenonly  labor  was  need- 
ed to  produce  it  in  unlimited  quantities  in  other 
lands';  and  unmindful  of  this,  they  plung-  into  re- 
bellion to  clutch  the  sceptre  of  eommeicnil  power, 
and,  as  th^y  clutch,  it  eludes  trn  ir  grasp,  and 
passes  away  forever!  The  dominion  they  might 
have  wielded,  as  a  part  of  the  United  States, 
for  many  years  to  come,  was  broken  in  the  hour 
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they  attempted  to  separate  themselves  from  their 
couutry.  They  have  disturbed  the  commercial 
equilibrium  of  great  nations;  and  to  avoid  a 
recurrence  of  such  disturbance  hereafter,  those 
nations  are  already  searching  the  earth  for  new 
regions  where  cotton  may  be  grown,  and  for  the 
labor  to  cultivate  it.  Both  will  be  found;  and 
when  found,  the  overthrow  of  the  kingdom  of 
cotton  in  this  republic  is  but  a  question  of  time; 
and  with  that  overthrow,  if  not  before,  reason 
will  resume  its  sway,  patriotism  its  power,  and 
allegiance  to  the  Constitution  its  supremacy. 

RIGHT    OF  REVOLUTION. 

If  it  be  asked,  may  not  a  people  throw  off 
their  allegiance,  and  make  for  tnetnselves  a  new 
government?  the  answer  is,  of  course,  they 
may.  The  right  of  revolution  is  inherent  in 
every  people;  but  it  is  ultima  ratio  —the  last 
resort,  and  is  not  a  remedy  which  any  people 
may,  without  awful  crime,  needlessly  appeal  to. 
But  so  perverted  are  the  judgments  of  many  in 
the  present  crisis,  and  so  deeply  have  their 
minds,  insensibly  to  themselves,  becoms  imbued 
with  destructive  error,  that  thousands  wildly 
claim  the  right  of  any  portion  of  a  nation 
to  throw  off  and  overturn  their  government  at 
their  mere  pleasure,  lor  any  cause  or  no  cause, 
regardless  of  consequences,  and  in  defiance  of 
every  piiaciple  which  justifies  or  upholds  any 
form  of"  human  authority.  It  were  needless  to 
say  that  such  a  doctrine  tears  up  by  the  roots  all 
social  order,  and  prostrates  like  a  whirlwind 
every  institution  of  government.  To  see  its 
legitimate  and  inevitable  fruits,  you  have  only 
to  look  at  Mexico,  where  forty  years  of  revolu- 
tions have  wrought  desolations,  which  another 
foriy  years  of  peace  and  order  might  not  repair. 
If  the  American  people  are  not  to  take  a  place 
alongside  of  that  poor  victim  of  periodical  revolt, 
let  them  understand  the  principles  upon  which 
alone  any  people  may  make  themselves  the  exe- 
cutioners of  tbeir  own  government.  If  it  be  not 
in  vain  to  hold  up  the  words  and  example  of  our 
Revolutionary  fathers,  let  us  learn  from  them 
when  to  take  the  sword;  lest,  taking  it  rashly 
and  without  cause,  we  perish  by  the  sword. 

Read  their  Declaration  of  Independence,  and 
ponder  these  words : 

"Prudence,  indeed,  will  dictate  that  Govern- 
ments long  established  should  not  be  changed 
for  light  and  transient  causes ;  and, accordingly,  all 
experience  hath  shown,  that  mankind  are  more 
disposed  to  suffer,  while  evils  are  sufferaole.  than 
to  right  themselves  by  abolishing  the  forms  to 
which  they  are  accustomed.  But,  when  a  long 
train  of  abuses  and  usurpations,  pursuing  inva- 
riably the  same  object,  evinces  a  design  to  re- 
duce them  under  absolute  despotism,  it  is 
their  right,  it  is  their  duty,  to  throw  off  such 
Government,  and  to  provide  new  guards  for 
their  future  security.  Such  has  been  the  patient 
sufferance  of  theie  Colonies,  and  such  is  now  the 
necessity  which  constrains  them  to  alter  their 
former  systems  of  Government.  The  history  of 
the  present  King  of  Great  Britain  is  a  history 
of  repeated  it /juries  and  usurpations,  all  having, 
in  direct  object,  the  establishment  of  an  ab- 
solute TYKANNY  OVER  THESE  SlATES.  To  prove 

this  let  facts  be  submitted  to  a  candid  world." 

Now,  my  friends,  upon  the  principles  of  that 
Declaration,  and  in  such  an  exigency  as  it  por- 
trays, I  would  be  a  revolutionist:  he  who  would 
resort  to  revolution  on  any  other  principles  is  an 
anarchist,  a  social  Ishmaelite,  who.-e  hand  is 
against  every  man;  and  every  man's  hand  ought 
to  be  against  him.  And  yet,  one  of  the  latent 
elements  of  mischief  at  the  present  time  in  this 
State,  is  the  wide-spread  assumption  among  in- 


telligent men,  of  this  right  of  forcible  revolu- 
tion, whenever  the  impulse,  well  or  ill-directed, 
may  seize  any  portion  of  the  people. 

Against  a  doctrine  so  destructive  of  every  form 
of  sound  and  stable  government,  I  appeal  to  the 
wisdom,  the  conscience,  and  the  hopes  of  the 
people.  I  protest  against  it,  as  the  unpardonable 
sin  against  human  liberty,  throwing  wide  open 
the  flood-gates  of  beastly  license,  and  sweeping 
away  in  indiscriminate  destruction  all  that  we 
have  ever  loved  or  valued,  and  all  that  could 
make  us,  or  our  children  after  us,  good  or  great, 
01  even  decent  in  the  eyes  of  mankind. 

As,  in  a  republic,  the  source  of  power  is  the 
People,  the  very  first  principle  of  every  such 
government  is,  that  public  opinion,  not  revo- 
lutionary violence,  shall  be  invoked  to  rectify 
errors  and  redress  grievances.  Our  whole  system 
rests  upon  the  popular  will,  and  if  that  be  per- 
verted, the  remedy  is  in  restoring  it  to  rectitude, 
not  in  destroying  the  system.  There  is  no  evil 
connected  with  the  existence  01  the  Union,  (if, 
indeed,  there  are  any.)  for  which  the  National 
Constitution,  laws,  and  tribunals  do  not  afford 
adequate,  certain,  and  efficient,  if  not  speedy 
remedy.  *  Every  State  became  a  part  of  the  Union 
under  a  solemn  pledge — not,  to  be  sure,  written 
down,  but  none  the  less  binding  because  impli- 
ed— to  look  to  that  Constitution  and  those  laws 
and  tribunals  for  the  redress  of  every  wrong  and 
the  support  of  every  right.  Conflicts  of  interest 
and  opinion  were  inevitable;  but  every  part  of 
the  Nation  agreed  that  the  will  of  the  majority, 
constitutionally  expressed,  should  govern;  for  an 
appeal  to  the  people  was  ever  open,  and  the  ma- 
jority of  today  might — as  it  has  done  a  thousand 
times — dwindle  into  a  minority  to-morrow.  The 
assertion,  therefore,  of  a  right  of  armed  revolu- 
tion against  the  decision  of  the  majorit}7,  is  a  vio- 
lation so  fearful  of  the  vital  principle  of  a  repub- 
lic, and  a  blow  so  deadly  at  the  peace  of  the 
nation,  the  integrity  of  the  Constitution,  and  the 
perpetuity  of  popular  government,  as  almost  to 
crush  the  heart  of  the  patriot  under  an  infinite 
weight  of  dismay  and  despair. 

When,  therefore,  within  fifteen  days  after  the 
vote  of  the  Electoral  Colleges  was  cast  for  Mr. 
Lincoln,  and  two  months  and  a  half  before  he 
could  be  inaugurated,  and  while  he  was  yet  as 
powerless  as  a  child  for  harm,  even  though  he 
had  been  as  full  of  evil  intent  as  Satan  himself, 
the  State  of  South  Carolina  raised  the  war-cry  of 
rebellion,  and  announced  her  rejection  of  the  au- 
thority of  the  Constitution  and  her  separation 
from  the  Union,  an  offense  was  registered  in 
Heaven's  chancery,  before  which  all  preceding 
outbreaks  of  popular  wickedness  fall  into  im- 
measurable insignificance.  And  when,  from 
time  to  time,  ten  other  States  followed  her  lead, 
and  raised  the  standard  of  revolt  against  a  govern- 
ment so  mild,  so  paternal,  so  beneficent,  that  their 
people  hardly  knew  there  was  such  a  govern- 
ment, except  by  its  blessings,  the  world  could 
only  gaze  in  blank  amazement  at  a  sacrilege, 
which  threatened  to  extinguish  the  great  beacon 
light  of  human  freedom  forever,  andto  consign 
America  to  boundless  and  hopeless  ruin. 

And  the  world  asks — What  justification  is 
pleaded  for  this  incredible  outrage  against  the 
Nation,  and,  indeed,  against  the  human  race? 
And  the  world  will  have  the  question  answered. 
It  is  in  vain  to  reply  that  it  is  not  worth  while  to 
inquire  who  is  in  the  wrong:— it  is  worth  while. 
When  a  son  kills  his  father,  all  men  inquire  the 
cause;  and  they  inquire  on  until  they  know  it; 
for  every  individual  is  concerned  to  understand 
the  motive  for  such  a  deed.  And  so,  when  a  stu- 
pendous rebellion  arrays  itself  against  a  govern- 
ment which  the  world  knows  to  be  the  least  ex- 
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acting  and  the  least  burdensome  of  all  the  gov- 
ernments existing  on  the  earth,  mankind  de- 
mands, Why?  and  mankind  will  bo  answered. 
Let  us  do  our  part  toward  giving  the  reply. 

THE    SOUTH    CAROLINA    DECLARATION    OF 
CAUSES   FOR   SECESSION,   REVIEWED. 

When  the  South  Carolina  Convention  passed 
their  Ordinance  ot  Secession,  they  put  forth  "A 
Declaration  of  causes  which  induced  the 
secession;" — the  on  by  instance  of  the  kind, 
within  my  knowledge,  in  the  eleven  seceded 
States.  And  as  the  other  States  followed  the  lead 
of  South  Carolina,  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  the 
"  causes  "  which  impelled  her  impelled  them,  and 
that  they  are  willing  to  be  judged  by  the  suffi- 
ciency of  her  °  Declaration  "  Let  us,  then,  ex- 
amine it. 

After  a  feeble  and  futile  defense  of  the  right 
of  secession,  they  present  the  "Personal  Liberty 
laws"  of  some  of  the  Northern  States  as  a  justi- 
fication; concerning  which  they  say: 

"We  assert  that  fourteen  of  the  States  have 
deliberately  refused  for  years  past  to  fulfill  their 
constitutional  obligations.,  and  we  refer  to  their 
own  statutes  for  the  proof.  *  *  *  The 
States  of"  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massacnusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Wisconsin,  and  Iowa,  have  enacted  laws  which 
either  nullify  the  acts  of  Congress,  or  render 
useless  anv  attempt  to  execute  them.  In  many 
oftnese  States  the  fugitive  is  discharged  from 
the  service  or  labor  claimed,  and  in  none  of  them 
has  the  State  Government  complied  with  the 
s'ipuiauuii  made  in  the  Constitution.  The  State 
of  New  Jersey  at  an  early  day,  passed  a  law  in 
coniormity  with  her  constitutional  obligations; 
on;  the  cut  rent  of  anti- slavery  feeling  has  led 
ner  more  recently  to  enact  laws  which  render  in- 
operative the  remedies  provided  by  her  own  laws 
and  by  the  laws  of  Congress." 

Now,  were  this  statement  true  in  every  partic- 
ular, relating,  as  it  does,  only  to  the  action  of 
particular  States,  it  would  not  constitute  the 
shadow  of  a  justification  for  rebellion  against 
the  General  Government. 

In  1842  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  decided  that  the  power  of  legislation  in 
relation  to  the  recapture  of  fugitive  slaves,  is,  by 
the  Constitution,  vested  exclusively  in  Congress. 
In  1850,  Congress  enacted  a  Fugitive  Slave  Act, 
prepared  by  Southern  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives, so  stringent  in  its  provisions  that  Mr. 
Rhett,  of  South  Carolina,  one  of  the  arch  insti- 
gators of  treason  there,  expressed  doubts  of  its 
constitutionality;  and  that  Act  is  still  in  force. 
So  far,  then,  as  there  is  constitutional  require- 
ment to  provide  by  legislation  for  such  recapture, 
it  was  fulfilled  to  the  letter,  by  the  only  body 
having  authority  to  act  in  the  premises,  and  in 
the  very  terms  prescribed  by  the  South  itself. 
When,  therefore,  they  allege  that  "in  none  of 
them  [the  States  named]  has  the  State  Govern- 
ment complied  with  the  stipulation  made  in  the 
Constitution,"  they  attribute  to  the  States  an  au- 
thority and  obligation  which  the  Supreme  Court 
has  declared  does  not  exist,  and  they  proclaim  a 
separation  from  those  States,  because  they  have 
not  done  what  that  tribunal  holds  they  haye  no 
constitutional  right  to  do. 

But  that  statement  is  false  in  a  material  alle- 
gation of  fact — even  more  so  than  the  message 
of  Jefferson  Davis,  to  which  I  have  pre- 
viously referred.  Of  all  the  fourteen  States 
named,  as  having  "enacted  laws  which  either 
nullify  the  acts  of  Congress,  or  render  useless 
any  attempt  to  execute  them,"  it  is  absolutely 
true  that  only  four — Vermont,  Massachusetts, 


Michigan,  and  Wisconsin — had  any  such  laws 
on  their  statute  books!  But  had  such  been 
enacted  by  every  non-slaveholding  State,  they 
were  unconstitutional  and  void,  and  the  Consti- 
tution provides  ample  means  to  have  them  de- 
clared so;  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  give 
full  redress  against  all  persons  who  should  un- 
dertake to  act  under  them.  To  that  Constitu- 
tion and  to  those  laws  the  South"  was  bound  by 
the  most  sacred  obligations  to  appeal,  and  not  to 
the  sword. 

The  next  justification  advanced  is  in  the  follow- 
ing words : 

"We  affirm  that  these  ends  for  which  this 
Government  was  instituted,  have  been  defeated, 
and  the  Government  itself  has  been  destructive  of 
them  by  the  action  of  tne  non-slaveholding 
States.  Those  States  [mark  the  woroslj  t^ose 
States,  have  assumed  the  rignt  of  decidn  g  up- 
on the  propriety  of  our  domestic  institutions; 
and  have  denied  the  rights  o*  property  establish- 
ed in  fifteen  of  the  States,  and  recognized  by  the 
Constitution :  thev  have  denounceu  as  inful  the 
institution  ot  siavery ,  they  have  permitted  the 
open  establishment  among  them  of  societies, 
whose  avowed  object  is  to  disturb  the  peace  and 
••©bass*  the  property  of  the  citizens  of  other  States. 
They  have  encouraged  and  assisted  thousands  of 
our  slaves  to  leave  their  homes;  and  those  who 
remain  have  been  incited  by  emissaries,  books 
and  pictures  to  servile  insurrection." 

To  say  nothing  of  the  puerile  absurdity  of  de- 
claring that  the  General  Government  "has  been 
destructive"  of  the  ends  referred  to,  "by  the  ac- 
tion of  the  non-slaveholding  States,"  let  us  look 
at  the  charges  preferred  here  against  those  States. 
Wiihout  the  least  hesitation,  it  must  be  declared 
that  the  whole  list  is  without  foundation.  That 
fanatical  individuals  in  the  Northern  States  have 
done  the  acts  complained  of,  is  certainly  true; 
but  that  any  of  those  States  has  lent  itself  to 
such  ignoble  work,  is  no  more  true,  than  that 
South  Carolina  was  faithless  to  the  cause  of  lib- 
erty in  the  Revolution,  because  within  her  bor- 
ders more  Tories  were  found — and  long  held  their 
ground  too — than  in  almost  all  the  other  States 
together.  And  it  is  impossible  that  the  South 
Carolina  Convention  did  not  know  their  charge 
was  unfounded,  unless  they  were  wretchedly  ig- 
norant. Let  an  impartial  world  judge  what  re- 
spect is  due  to  the  "Declaration"  of  an  assem- 
bly, which  thus  slanderously  imputes  to  an  en- 
tire body  of  States  the  sins  of  individuals,  and 
for  the  crimes  of  a  proportionately  meagre  troop 
of  fanatics,  arraigns  twenty  millions  of  people  at 
the  bar  of  mankind. 

The  third  and  last  justification  presented  is  in 
the  following  paragraphs : 

"For  twenty-five  years  this  agitation  has  been 
steadily  increasing,  until  it  has  now  secured  to 
its  aid  the  common  Government.  Observing  the 
forms  of  the  Constitution,  a  sectional  party  has 
found  within  that  article  establishing  the  Execu- 
tive Department,  the  means  of  subverting  the 
Constitution  itself.  A  geographical  line  has  been 
drawn  across  the  Union,  and  all  the  States  north 
of  that  line  have  united  in  the  election  of  a  man 
to  the  high  office  of  President  of  the  United 
States,  whose  opinions  and  purposes  are  hostile  to 
Slavery.  He  is  to  be  intrusted  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  common  Government,  because  he 
has  declared  that  that  '  Government  cannot  en- 
dure permanently  half  slave  and  half  free;'  and 
that  the  public  mind  must  rest  in  the  belief  that 
Slavery  is  in  the  course  of  ultimate  extinction. 

"  On  the  4th  of  March  next  this  party  will  take 
possession  of  the  Government.  It  has  announced 
that  the  South  snail  be  excluded  from  the  com- 
mon territory,  that  the  judicial  tribunal  shall  be 
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made  sectional,  and  that  a  war  must  be  waged 
against  slavery  until  it  shall  cease  throughout 
the  United  States. 

"  The  guaranties  of  the  Constitution  will  then 
no  longer  exist;  the  equal  rights  of  the  States 
will  then  be  lost.  The  Slaveholding  States  will 
no  longer  have  the  power  of  sell'  government,  or 
self-protection,  and  the  Federal  Government  will 
have  become  their  enemy." 

This  is  the  great  indictment  found  by  the  South 
against  the  North,  and  proclaimed  as  the  all-suf- 
ficient vindication  of  the  rebellion.  While  it  is 
true  in  the  mjj'n  fact  alleged — the  election  of  a 
sectional  President — it  is  untrue  in  other  points. 
I  am  no  defender  of  the  Republican  party,  its 
Anti-Slavery  doctrines,  or  its  candidates.  From 
the  day  of  the  commencement  of  the  And  Slavery 
agitation,  thirty  years  ago,  till  the  present  time, 
I  have  opposed  it  without  variation.  But  I  de- 
test falsehood,  by  whomsoever  employed,  for 
whatever  purpose;  and  when  it  is  used  to  justify 
the  destruction  of  the  Government  of  this  Na- 
tion, it  demands  of  me,  and  of  every  true  man,  un- 
bounded execrarion.  Let  us  examine  this  in- 
dictment, and  fairly  and  honorably  decide  how 
far  it  is,  in  point  of  fact,  true. 

Leaving  the  main  fact — the  election  of  a  sec- 
tional President — to  be  considered  last,  we  will 
notice  in  the  first  place  the  allegations  made 
against  the  party  that  elected  him.  Concerning 
this  party  it  is  averred,  that  "it  has  announced 
that  the  South  shall  be  excluded  from  the  com- 
mon territory."  Taking  the  Platform  of  the 
Chicago  Convention  as  the  criterion  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Republican  party, — and  we  have  a 
right  to  judge  it  by  that,  as  it  has  a  right  to  ob- 
ject to  being  judged  by  anything  else, — this 
charge  is  true;  for  in  the  eighth  resolution  of 
that  Platform  they  "deny  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress, of  a  Territorial  Legislature,  or  of  any 
individuals,  to  give  legal  existence  to  slavery  in 
any  Territory  of  the  United  States."  This,  in 
effect,  excludes  the  South  from  the  Territories, 
and  so  sustains  this  charge. 

But  when  they  go  further,  and  charge  the  Re- 
publican party  with  announcing  "that  the  Judi- 
cial tribunal  shall  be  made  sectional,"  regard 
for  truth  requires  me  to  say  that  no  such  an- 
nouncement is  to  be  found  in  the  Platform  of  that 
party.  True,  individuals  did  give  expression  to 
such  an  idea;  but  no  party  is  ever  held  responsi- 
ble for  all  that  individuals  utter,  nor  can  any 
party  venture  to  become  the  endor-er  of  all  the 
sentiments  of  its  individual  members.  As  we 
would  be  judged,  let  us  judge  others. 

A  more  extraordinary  charge  is,  that  the  Re- 
publican party  announce  "that  a  war  must  be 
waged  against  Slavery  until  it  shall  cease 
throughout  the  United  States."  The  allegation 
is  not,  that  fanatical  Abolitionists  in  the  party  pro- 
claim this  war,  but  that  the  party  do"  so.  But 
when  I  seek  for  the  naked  truth,  not  to  uphold  or 
apologize  tor  that  party,  but  simply  to  test  the 
justification  advanced  for  treason,  I  discover  no 
act  or  word  which  sustains  the  charge;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  I  find  in  tne  Chicago  Platform  a  re- 
solution of  directly  opposite  character,  in  these 
words : 

"  That  the  maintenance  inviolate  of  the  rights 
of  the  States,  and  especially  the  right  of  each 
State  to  order  and  control  its  own  domestic  insti- 
tutions according  to  its  own  judgment  exclu- 
sively, is  essential  to  that  balance  of  powers  on 
which  the  perfection  and  endurance  of  our  politi- 
cal fabric  depends;  and  we  denounce  all  lawless 
invasion  by  armed  force  of  the  soil  of  any  State 
or  Territory,  no  matter  under  what  pretext,  as 
among  the  gravest  of  crimes." 

Justice  and  frankness  demand  that  the  Repub- 


lican party  shall  have  all  the  benefit  of  this  ex- 
plicit declaration.  The  c  > use  of  truth  and  right 
gains  nothing  by  resorting  to  unfairness  in  deal- 
ing with  an  adversary.  And  when  a  party,  after 
attaining  power,  acts  out  the  prin°iples  it  pre- 
viously professed,  its  claim  to  be  regarded  as 
sincere  in  professing  them  must  be  considered  as 
established.  The  above  declaration  was  made  in 
May,  1800.  During  the  ensuing  session  of  Con- 
gress, the  Republicans,  by  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Senators  and  Representatives  ot  seven  seceded 
States,  were  in  a  majority  in  both  Houses;  and 
they  brought  forward,  and  passed  in  both  Houses, 
by  a  two-thirds  vote,  the  following  amendment 
to  the  Constitution: 

"  no  amendment  shall  be  made  to  the 
Constitution  which  will  authorize  or 
give  to  Congress  the  power  to  abolish 
or  interfere,  within  any  state,  with  the 
domestic  institutions  thereof,  including 
that  of  persons  held  to  labor  or  ser- 
vice by  the  laws  of  said  state." 

No  just  man  can  read  this  amendment,  and 
know  that  it  was  adopted  by  a  Congress  in  which 
there  was  a  majority  of  Republicans,  and  not  see 
in  it  a  'fair  vindication  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
party  in  adopting  the  above  quoted  resolution  in 
regard  to  slavery  in  the  States.  As  for  myself,  I 
am  bound  in  candor  to  say — I  cannot  honorably 
refuse  to  say — that  to  my  mind  the  evidence  on 
that  point  is  conclusive.  The  Republican  party 
not  on!}'  did  not  announce  "that  a  war  must  be 
waged  against  slavery  until  it  shall  cease  through- 
out the  United  States,"  but  they  expressly  de- 
clared against  any  interference  by  Congress  with 
slavery  in  the  States;  and,  to  guard  against  such 
interference  in  the  future,  this  amendment  of  the 
Constitution  is  offered  to  the  country,  which,  if 
adopted,  would,  without  doubt,  endure  as  long  as 
the  Constitution  itself. 

But  the  great  count  in  the  indictment  is  the 
election  of  a  President  by  the  votes  of  one  sec- 
tion of  the  Union;  and  this  is  true.  But  how 
came  he  to  be  elected?  This  question  instantly 
forces  itself  upon  the  mind.  For  thirty  years  the 
Anti-Slavery  agitation  had  been  in  progress,  with- 
out  getting  control  of  the  Government;  and  only 
four  years  before,  the  Republican  party  had  been 
defeated  in  a  tremendous  struggle:  how  did  it 
secure  a  triumph  in  1860?  It  is  as  certain  to  be 
recorded  in  history,  as  that  the  history  of  that 
year  shall  ever  be  written,  that  the  action  of  the 
South  itself  was  one  of  the  immediate  and  prom- 
inent causes — if  not  the  great  cause — of  that  tri- 
umph. No  fact  is  more  undeniable,  than  that 
the  Democratic  party  was  the  only  one  to 
which  the  country  could  look  for  numerical 
strength  to  avert  that  result,  except  that  o i  her  fact, 
known  to  you  all,  that  the  Cotton  States  broke  up 
that  party,  and  thereby  rendered  the  defeat  of 
Mr.  Lincoln  impossible.  At  the  very  moment 
when  the  Anti  Slavery  agitation  seemed  to  be  ap- 
proaching victory,  and  when  it  was  the  stern 
duty  of  every  man  in  the  opposing  ranks  to  for- 
get all  minor  differences,  and  stand  like  a  rock 
against  its  further  progress,  those  States  delib- 
erately abandoned  their  former  position,  pro- 
claimed principles  wnich  they  had  previously 
denied  with  emphasis,  seceded  from  the  party, 
and  themselves  opened  the  way  for  the  result 
upon  which  they  intended  to  base  their  subse- 
quent secession  from  the  Union.  Secession  was 
the  great  object  they  had  aimed  at  for  nearly  a 
third  of  a  century.  The  evidence  of  a  deep  laid 
and  long-cherished  conspiracy  among  them  to 
destroy  the  Union,  is  abundant  and  conclusive. 
The  "proper  moment"  to  "precipitate  the  Cotton 
States  iDto  a  revolution,"  of  which  Mr.  Yancey 
wrote,  in   1858— the    proper  moment  to  pull  a 
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temple  down  that  has  been  built  three  quar- 
ters of  a  century,  and  clear  the  rubbish 
away  and  reconstruct  another/'  as  was  proclaim- 
ed by  a  member  of  the  South  Carolina  Conven- 
tion— the  proper  moment  to  let  slip  the  dogs  of 
war  among  children  of  the  same  fathers 
and  people  of  the  same  nation — the  prop- 
er moment,  in  a  word,  to  consummate  the 
treason  which  had  been  festering  and  growing 
for  thirty  years — was  seen  to  have  arrived;  and 
the  plotters  were  not  slow  to  seize  it.  They  had 
already  proclaimed  that  the  election  of  a  Presi- 
dent by  the  Republican  party  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient cause  tor  the  dissolution  of  the  Union,  and 
they  set  themselves  to  the  work  of  making  that 
election  certain,  by  their  own  disruption  of  the 
only  party  that  had  the  numbers  to  prevent  it. 
And  they  succeeded,  to  a  miracle.  Never  was 
game  of  duplicity  and  treachery  better  played. 
They  betrayed  their  previously  professed  prin- 
ciples, their  party,  and  their  couutrv,  all  at  once; 
and  at  the  moment  of  consummating  me  crown- 
ing act  of  their  sacrilege,  they  turn  to  the  woric., 
wuh  an  air  of  injured  innocence,  and  appeal  to 
mankind  to  justify  a  rebellion  based  on  the  suc- 
cess of  their  own  most  devilish  machinations! 
Has  history  a  parallel  to  this  ? 

But  were  it  otherwise — had  they  done  all  tnat 
men  could  do,  to  prevent  the  election  of  a  sec- 
tional President,  and  such  had,  nevertheless, 
been  elected,  on  the  principles  alleged  by  South 
Carolina  in  her  Declaration,  or  even  on  worse — 
it  was  still  an  ascertained  and  indisputable  fact, 
oefore  her  secession,  that  in  both  Houses  of  the 
present  Congress  there  would  be  a  majority 
against  him,  i*'  all  the  States  should  stand  firm, 
anu  retain  their  representation  there.  In  that 
case  Mr.  Lincoln  would  have  been  this  day, 
and  oertain  v  for  two  years  to  come,  the  posses- 
sor of  a  barren  power,  except  as  to  official  patron- 
age, and  utterly  impotent  to  impress  a  single 
principle  of  his  party  on  the  Government,  or  10 
touch  in  a  single  noint  the  institution  of  slavery. 
But  what  was  this  to  the  schemers  of  treason? 
Their  work  was  to  destroy  the  Union,  not  to  de- 
fend slavery.  If  they  stopped  to  do  the  latter, 
■  the  former  would  be  left  undone;  if  they  used 
their  constitutional  power  to  protect  slavery,  or 
to  obtain  guaranties,  the  Constitution  would  be 
preserved :  so  they  trampled  upon  the  Constitu- 
tion, abjured  their  allegiance,  snapped  the  bond 
of  brotherhood,  and  seized  the  sword  to  redress 
a  grievance,  which  they  themselves  designedly 
aided  to  produce!  I  need  not  ask  if  history  has 
a  parallel  to  this.  It  stands  out,  in  hideous  de- 
formity, the  monster  iniquity  of  all  the  ages,whose 
datk,  deep  stain  ages  cannot  wash  away. 

Were  anything  wanting  to  give  completeness 
to  the  ignominy  of  this  act,  it  is  at  hand,  furnish- 
ed by  the  leaders  in  it,  at  the  moment  of  its  per- 
petration. While  they  were  putting  forth  to  the 
world  their  "Declaration,"  they  were  engaged, 
in  their  debates,  in  denying  its  most  solemn  alle- 
gations. They  appealed  to  mansind  to  justify 
their  treason,  because  a  President  had  been  elect- 
ed by  a  sectional  vote;  and  at  the  same  time  de- 
clared, among  themselves,  that  they  had  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century  been  plotting  to  ac^omp-.sn 
the  work  of  disruption  then  attained,  and  that 
that  result  had  not  been  producea  oy  that  elec- 
tion !  Listen  to  some  of  the  many  expressions 
made  in  the  South  Carolina  Convention  by  its 
master  spirits. 

Mr.  Parker.  "It  appears  to  me,  with  great 
deference  to  the  opinions  that  have  been  ex- 
pressed, that  the  public  mind  is  fully  made  up 
to  the  great  occasion  that  now  awaits  us.  It  is 
no  spasmodic  effort  that  has  come  suddenly 
upon  us,  but  it  has  been  gradually  culminating 


for  a  long  series  of  years,  until  at  last  it  has 
come  to  that  point  when  we  may  say  the  mat- 
ter is  entirely  right." 

Mr.  Inglis  "If  there  is  any  gentleman  present 
who  wishes  to  debate  this  matter,  of  course  this 
body  will  hear  him;  but  as  to  delay  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussion,  I,  for  one,  am  opposed  to  it. 
As  my  friend  (Mr.  Parker)  has  said,  most  of  us 
have  had  this  matter  under  consideration  for 
the  last  twenty  years,  and  I  presume  we  have 
by  this  time  arrived  at  a  decision  on  the  sub- 
ject." 

Mr.  Keitt.  "We  are  performing:  a  great  act, 
wh'ch  involves  not  only  the  stirring  present,  but 
embraces  the  whole  great  future  of  ages  to  come. 
i"  have  been  engaged  in  this  movement  ever 
since  I  entered  political  life.  I  am  content 
with  Avhat  has  been  done  to-day,  and  content 
with  what  will  take  place  tomorrow.  We  have 
carried  the  body  of  this  Union  to  its  last  resting 
place,  and  now  we  will  drop  the  flag  over  'ts 
grave." 

Mr.  Rhett.  "The  tecession  of  South  Caro- 
liana  is  not  an  event  of  a  day.  It  is  not  any- 
thing PRODUCED  BY  Mr.  LINCOLN'S  ELEC- 
TION,    OR    BY     THE     NON-EXECTJ'IION    OF    THE 

fugitiye  slave  law.  It  ks  been  a  matter 
which  nas  been  gathering  head  for  thirty  years; 
and  in  the  production  of  this  great  result  the 
great  men  who  have  passed  before  us,  whose 
great  and  patriotic  efforts  have  signalized  the 
times  in  which  they  :ived.  have  not  been  lost. 
Have  the  labors  of  Calhoun  been  forgotten, 
when  he  declared  a  few  years  ago  for  the  seces- 
sion ©f  South  Carolina?  and  that  secession  would- 
be  the  consummation  of  their  liberties  ?" 

The  review  I  have  taken  of  the  causes  assigned 
for  secession,  reduces  them  to  three  only,  which 
have  foundation  in  fact — the  election  of  a  Presi- 
dent by  a  sectional  vote,  the  Personal  Liberty 
laws  of  four  States,  and  the  exclusion  of  the 
South  irom  rue  common  territory.  As  to  the 
first,  nothing  more  need  be  said:  it  was  produced 
by  the  act  of  the  South  itself;  let  not  tne  South 
complain.  As  to  the  second,  it  is  too  insignifi- 
cant as  a  justification  of  rebellion,  to  deserve  a 
moment's  notice.  Concerning  the  last,  it  is  as 
clear  to  me  as  the  sunlight  around  us,  that  it  is  a 
shallow  subterfuge,  and  that  the  South,  in  reali- 
ty, cared  nothing  about  the  Territories.  If  the 
right  to  take  their  slaves  there  was  of  such  value, 
as,  when  interfered  with,  to  justify  them  to  their 
own  consciences  in  revolutionary  violence,  .can 
they  tell — can  any  man  tell — why  they  should 
take  a  step  which  would  inevitably  exclude 
Slavery  from  the  Territories  forever?  Did  they 
believe  that  an  institution  could  be  planted  there 
by  war,  which  they  could  not  carry  there  in  time 
of  peace?  Did  they  hope  that,  with  sword  in 
hand,  they  could  wrest  from  the  government  a 
vast  domain ,  from  which  the  people  of  the  North 
shouM  be  shut  out,  except  upon  such  terms  as 
the  South  might,  as  an  independent  power,  pre- 
scribe? Did  they  suppose  that  fear  would  grant 
what  justice  and  equity  refused  ?  Did  they  im- 
agine that  after  seceding  from  the  Union, 
and  thtreby  renouncing  all  rights  flowing 
from  the  Union,  caey  could  obtain  more  easy  ac- 
cess to  the  Territories?  No:  they  knew  that  se- 
cession fiom  the  Union  was  secession  from  the 
common  property  of  the  Union,  as  well  as  from 
its  Constitution.  It  is,  therefore,  manifest,  that 
they  did  not  secede  because  the  Territories  were 
closed,  or  were  threatened  to  be  closed,  against 
them;  for,  bv  seceding,  they  barred  and  bolted 
the  gates  of  the  Territories  against  themselves 
forever. 
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THE   DUTY   OF  MISSOURI. 

My  friends,  time  does  not  permit  my  following 
any  further  this  doubling  trail  of  perfidy  and 
treason.  I  have  endeavored  honestly  tc  expose 
it  to  your  view,  for  it  is  the  trail  Missouri  has 
been  urged  by  her  now  fugiiive  Governor  to 
follow,  and  Missourians,  when  they  take  it 
up,  should  understand  well  what  they 
are  after,  and  where  they  are  to  be  led.  Let  him 
who  is  willing  to  make  Missouri  the  unwelcome 
apDendage  of  a  Confederacy  founded  on  the 
principles  and  erected  by  the  means  I  have 
exhibited  to  you,  take  her  into  that  position 
when  he  can.  I  rejoice  to  believe  that  there  yet 
remains  in  our  State  enough  of  virtue,  nonor 
and  patriotism  to  make  the  time  far  distant 
when  it  can  be  done.  I  will  not  discuss  the 
question  whether  Missouri — to  use  a  common 
expression — ought  to  "go  .North"  or  "go 
South/'  Missouri  has  no  going  to  do.  Her  duty 
is  to  stand  loyal  to  the  Union  and  the  Constitu- 
tion. The  National  Government  has  put  no 
wrong  on  her,  and  she  has  no  occasion  to  wrong 
herseu  bv  an  attempt  to  change  her  relations  to 
it  But  if,  in  an  evil  hour,  she  should  be  be- 
trayed into  the  contagious  revolt,  which  has 
drawn  into  its  vortex  other  States  fhit  had  no 
part  in  the  original  treason  of  the  Cotton  States, 
let  the  participants  in  any  such  movement  under- 
stand that  the  Government  which  never  before 
made  its  arm  really  felt,  will  be  felt  then,  and 
that  to  their  discomfiture. 


CONCLUDING  REMARKS. 

A  few  words  more,  and  I  have  done.  We  are 
in  the  midst  of  an  unnatural  and  consuming  civil 
war.  Some  four  hundred  thousand  men  are  un- 
der arms,  and  we  know  not  at  what  moment  the 
land  may  tremble  under  the  shock  of  contending 
hosts.  It  is  a  sight  to  make  the  world  weep. 
The  cause  of  humanity,  the  claims  of  freedom, 
the  spirit  of  Christianity,  all  demand  that  this 
terrible  conflict  should  be  stayed.  But*  from  the 
depths  of  a  troubled  spirit,  I  ask,  how  can  it  be  ? 
A  part  of  the  nation  rebels — declares  Its  revolt  ir- 
reconcilable— announces  that  it  asks  no  compro- 
mise or  reconstruction,  will  consider  none,  even 
though  permitted  to  name  its  own  terms — de- 
fies the  power  of  the  Nation — wages  war  upon 
the  National  Government,  and  cries  out,  "  All 
we  ask  is  to  be  let  alone  \"  How  can  they 
be  let  alone,  without  destroying  the  Union  and 
the  Constitution  ?  If  any  man  will  tell  me  that, 
I  will  say  let  them  alone.  With  unequalled  skill 
in  raising  false  issues,  the  secessionists  in  our 
midst  labor  to  fan  the  flame  of  rebellion  here,  by 
impressing  upon  the  minds  of  all  within  the 
reach  of  their  influence,  that  the  controversy  of 
the  revolted  States  is  with  "Abe  Lincoln;" 
when  those  States  are  in  arms  against  the  su- 
preme constitutional  authority  of  the  nation.  They 
seek  by  every  contrivance  to  excite  odium 
against  the  Government,  because  "  Abe  Lin- 
coln" is,  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution,  at 
the  head  of  it :  a  very  sufficient  reason  for  chang- 
ing the  Administration,  at  the  proper  time,  by  the 
votes  of  the  people,  but  not  the  least  justification 
or  apology  for  rebellion.  They  stigmatize  every 
man  as  a  Black  Republican  or  an  Abolitionist, 
who  adheres  to  the  constitutional  government  of 
his  country,  in  its  efforts  to  protect  itself  from 
subversion.  They  are  convulsed  with  holy  hor- 
ror at  violations  of  the  Constitution  by  "Abe 
Lincoln;"  when  an  overwhelming  emergency, 
never  dreamed  of  by  the  framers  of  that  instru- 


ment, compelled  the  exercise  of  perhaps  unau- 
thorized powers,  to  preserve  the  very  existence 
of  the  government  against  a  most  formidable 
and  deadly  rebellion,  which  they  justify.  They 
denounce  in  unmeasured  terms  the  military 
preparations  of  the  Government  to  meet  this  re- 
bellion, and  exalt  the  insurgents  as  patriots 
armed  to  defend  their  families  and  their  firesides; 
when  not  a  soldier  would  have  been  added  to  the 
regular  army,  or  a  regiment  marched  South- 
ward, but  for  a  revolt  aiming  at  the  entire  de- 
molition of  the  Constitution,  and  the  seizure 
of  the  government  by  armed  usurpation.  All 
these  are  but  the  artful  ^  shifts  of  treason,  to  sus- 
tain its  desperate  cause!  I  despise  and  reject  the 
whole  brood  of  them.  I  stand  by  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States;  and  when  it 
is  threatened  with  destruction,  I  no  more  stop  to 
inquire  who  is  President,  than  if  the  police  of  my 
city  were  engaged  in  quelling  a  riot,  I  would  hig- 
gle about  who  is  Chief  of  Police.  The  question 
is,  Where  is  the  constitutional  authority?  To 
that  I  am  bound  to  render  obedience  and  support, 
without  constituting  myself  the  judge  as  to  whe- 
ther, in  a  dire  extremity,  it  restrains  itself  pre- 
cisely -within  legally  defined  limits,  when  to  do 
so  might  leave  it  at  the  mercy  of  foes  armed  for 
its  subjugation.  He  who  arms  himself  to  subvert 
that  authority,  is,  by  the  law  ofjj  God  and  man,  a 
rebel,  no  matter  who  holds  office;  and  if  any 
man  can  find  any  other  way  to  deal  with  him 
than  with  the  weapons  he  himself  has  chosen,  let 
him  point  it  out; — I  know  of  none.  Before  God, 
I  take  no  pleasure  in  the  necessity  which  de- 
mands such  a  resort.  All  my  instincts  and  prin- 
ciples are  against  bloodshed;  but  no  rebellion 
ever  was  put  down  without  it;  and  this  can 
hardly  expect  to  be  an  exception.  Upon  its  in- 
stigators must  rest  all  the  awful  consequences  of 
their  appeal  to  arms.  They  have  challenged  the 
combat,  and  it  lies  not  in  their  mouths,  or  in 
those  of  their  aiders  and  abettors  here,  to  com- 
plain that  the  government  defends  itself,  by  ex- 
traordinary, or,  even,  unconstitutional  means. 
Had  such  an  attack  been  made  upon  it  by  a  for- 
eign foe  without  being  repelled,  the  Nation  would 
have  stood  disgraced  before  the  world  forever :  if 
this  rebellious  assault  be  not  resisted  by  all  the 
power  of  the  loyal  portion  of  the  Nation,  shall 
we  meet  any  other  fate?  It  is,  then,  no  spirit  of 
malice  or  vindictiveness  which  justifies  the  gov- 
ernment in  self-protection  by  arms.  The  simple 
alternative  is,  government  or  anarchy.  The  lat- 
ter would  destroy  our  freedom,  perhaps  forever, 
and  blight  us  with  a  perpetual  curse.  We  are 
lost,  if  our  Constitution  is  overthrown.  Thencefor- 
ward we  may  bid  farewell  to  liberty.  Never  were 
truer  or  greater  words  uttered  by  an  American 
statesman,  than  when  Daniel  Webster  closed 
his  great  speech  in  defence  of  the  Constitution, 
nearly  thirty  years  ago,  with  that  sublime  decla- 
ration— "Liberty  and  Union,  one  and  insep- 
arable, now  and  forever!"  Union  gave  us 
liberty,  disunion  will  take  it  away.  He  who 
strikes  at  the  Union,  strikes  at  the  heart  of  the 
Nation.  Shall  not  the  Nation  defend  its  life? 
And  when  the  children  of  the  Union  come  to  its 
rescue,  shall  they  be  denounced?  And  if  de- 
nounced, will  they  quail  before  the  mere  breath 
of  the  Union's  foes  ?  For  one,  I  shrink  not  from 
any  words  of  man,  save  those  which  would  justly 
impute  to  me  disloyalty  to  the  Union  and  the 
Constitution.  My  country  is  all  to  me ;  but  it  is 
no  country  without  the  Constitution  which  has 
exalted  and  glorified  it.  For  the  preservation  of 
that  Constitution  I  shall  not  cease  to  struggle, 
and  my  life-long  prayer  will  be,  God  save  the 
American  Union  1 
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